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Note on the administration of criminal justice during 
the calendar year 1922. 


The total number of sessions divisions, which, as mentioned in last Judicial staff, 

year’s report, was increased from 1st November 1921 to nineteen by the 
severance of Bulandshahr from Aligarh, remained at the aforesaid number. 

The creation of separate divisions for Bastiand Miizaffarnagar is still delayed 
owing to lack of buildings and funds^, the need is great, more especially as 
regards the severance of Basti from Gorakhpur. 

The additional court of a Sessions and Subordinate Judge at Cawnpore, 
for Fatehpur, remained temporary and is so still up to this date. There 
seems little doubt that Government must soon recognise the necessity of 
finding the money to make it permanent. 

In addition to the permanent courts of Additional Sessions Judges, 
temporary Additional Sessions Judges worked at the following places during 
the year for the periods indicated against each : — 

Aligarh, one from the beginning of the year to the 28bh February and 
one from the beginning of the year to 18th February. 

Bareilly, from the 6th November to the end of the year. 

Cawnpore, from the beginning of the year to the 3rd May. 

Saharanpur, from the 29th June to the end of the year, 

Meerut, from the 2nd October to the end of the year. 

Eighteen subordinate judges have been invested with the powers of 
assistant sessions judges for disposal of criminal work, 

2. The total number of offences reported under the Indian Penal 
Code, including those pending from the previous year, rose from 96,753 
to 103,417, and the number of cases returned as true from 69,773 
to 72,141. The number of cases brought to trial increased from 60,505 
to 64,063, and the number of persons who came under trial from 150,998 
to 162,964. 

The figures may be contrasted not unfavourably with those of the years 
1919 and 1920, but when they are compared—as above — with those of the 
year 1921 a resurgence of crime must be admitted. This swing of the 
pendulum is not altogether surprising, and in considering the statistics it 
must be borne in mind that the ' national panchayats ’ of the non-co-oper- 
ators were no longer functioning in such a way as to prevent any appreciable 
number of cases of a petty nature from coming before the regular courts. 

Moreover, the heavy work of the sessions courts is a clear indication of an 
increase in the more serious forms of crime. In certain localities special 
reasons can be advanced. , Thus in Budaun the District Magistrate reports 
(a) continuance of the harmful efiects of political agitation, (6) keavy 
floods which resulted in total loss of crops and means of livelihood. Simi- 
larly it may be mentioned that in Mirzapur and Basti organised gangs of 
dacoits were at length captured and brought to justice. And throughout 
the province prices of food grains continued to rule high, with the result 
that temptation and stimulus to crime were not lacking, 

1 
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There was a very marked rise in the number of offences against the 
State (Chapter VI of the Penal Code). Nevertheless offences against the 
' public tranquillity— rioting, unlawful assemblies, and the like (Chapter VIII 
of the Penal' Code) — were appreciably fewer than in. the previous year • 
though the tragic happenings at Chauri Chaura in the month of February 
threw the machinery of the Gorakhpur district and judgeship out of gear. 
Contempts of the lawful authority of public servants reached an even 
higher figure than in 1921, for the spirit of lawlessness was still abroad. 
Cases of false evidence and offences against public justice were more 
plentiful, bub the number of convictions secured did not increase in the 
same proportion. The number of offences affecting the public health, 
safety, etc., under Chapter XIV of the Penal Code, which had been unusually 
low in the previous year, went up to a more normal figure. Cases of 
hurt brought to trial increased by well over a thousand, and 6,528 more 
persons were placed on their trial — with a corresponding increase iu 
convictions. The figures for kidnapping and kindred offences are higher 
throughout than those of 1921 ; this is a lucrative branch of crime, and very 
special difficulties are experienced in dealing with it ; as the District Judge 
of Bulandshahr points out, the fact that the victim is so often smuggled 
away at once to another province inevitably complicates matters from the 
police point of view. Theft cases brought to trial were almost the same 
number as in the previous year — only 122 fewer — -but there were 930 fewer 
convictions. Robbery and dacoity eases, as already indicated, exhibit a 
rise — 137 more cases returned as true, 116 more cases brought to trial, 
and 513 more convictions obtained, this last figure being eminently satis- 
factory. The districts of Meerut, Etah, Bijnor, and Basbi all show a 
marked increase in this very serious form of crime. Cases returned as 
true of offences reported affecting life show a negligible increase. 
Throughout the province there was a pronounced rise both in offences' 
reported against the person and in offences reported against property. In 
the latter class of crime the figures for Gorakhpur, satisfactorily reduced in 
the previous year, have swollen again enormously, and other districts with 
a large increase are Basti and Benares. Mirzapur, Muttra-, and Jhansi 
show the best reductions. The Sessions Judge of Benares repeats an 
opinion expressed by him in the previous year, bo the effect that the 
present method of trying persons who, owing to previous convictions, require 
enhanced punishment for simple offences of burglary, theft, etc., is unsatis- 
factory. In Benares specially such habitual criminals commit many thefts 
from pilgrims, and the latter are put to great trouble by what amounts to 
a double trial ; it sometimes happens that a prosecution has to be dropped 
merely because it is found impossible to secure the attendance of witnesses 
in the court of session. His suggestion is that all undefended cases of this 
nature might merely be referred by the magistrate to the Sessions Judge 
for enhanced punishment, or as an alternative, selected magistrates might 
Be empowered to give sentences of 5 or even 7 years’ imprisoment — ^^powers 
which were formerly exercised by Deputy Commissioners in Oudh. The 
former proposal was embodied in the report of Greevea Commibee, 15 
years ago. 

Twenty-six out of the 36 districts show an increase in offences re* 
ported against the person, Basti, Gorakhpur, and Bareilly exhibit rises 
of 5o 1,513, and 486 respectively. Aligarh has by far the largest figure 
on the other side, a decrease of 708 which the District Magistrate regards 
as satisfactorily indicating an abatement of the abnormal tendencies 
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towards Strife and turbulence which prevailed in the district daring the * 
previous year. The Sessions Judge of Benares reports an unusual number 
of deliberate murders which were successfully investigated, the criminals 
being brought to justice. 

A notable increase is to be recorded in the figures for offences reported 
-under . Special and Local Laws, from 74^149 to 81,850. The number 
of cases Beported as true was 72,620, the number of persons brought to 
trial 97*324, and the number of persons convicted 70,217, These are 
astonishingly high figures, far exceeding even those of the two previous 
years. Thera are exceptions, of course ; in Allahabad there w-as a marked 
decrease in prosecutions of this nature. But on the whole the administra- 
tion and supervision of local authorities would seem to have reached a 
higher standard than ever before, ^ 

Three thousand one hundred and forty persons were brought to trial 
under the Cantonments Military Act in the year under report, as compared 
with 2,506 in the previous year. Canals, Drainage, and Embankments 
prosecutions decreased by 128 and 628 fewer persons wmre involved, thanks 
to a continuance of favourable monsoon conditions. Gambling prosecu- 
tions increased by 64, and 752 more persons were brought to trial for 
this form of offence. Additional recourse was made to the Hackney and 
Stage Carriages Act, and the progressive improvement which may be noted 
in this respect is highly satisfactory. The number of eases and persons 
brought to trial under the Municipalities Act went up by about SOO 
apiece. Prosecutions under the Police Act, V of 1861, decreased by 501, 
and 673 fewer persons were proceeded against, while convictions were 
fewer by 1,233. Prosecutions under the Act for Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals rose by 258, with 365 more accused and an increase of 214 in 
convictions, a welcome proof of useful and energetic action, Railway 
offences brought to trial rose from 1,010 to 1,560, and the number of 
accused from 1,376 to 2,438 ; convictions were more numerous by 477, and 
the figures are exceptionally high. Figures of prosecutions and convictions 
under the Sanitation Act are very much lower evem than those of 1921, 
and it can only be hoped that the activity displayed under this head in 
1920 has had far-reaching results. Figures for Forest Law offences, 
though still high, are far lower than those of the previous year— 273 
V less cases brouglit to trial, 1,980 fewer accused, and 1,054 fewer convictions. 

It is reported from Kumaun that this decrease was due to action takvn 
on the findings of the Forest Grievances Commission. 

3. The percentage of persons convicted to persons under trial fell ^ 

from 42 to 40 in magistrates' courts, and from 63 to 62 in courts of session. 

For magistrates’ courts, Benares remains at the head of the list with 67, 
and Cawnpore comes next with 66 ; Allahabad shows a surprising drop 
from 67 to 57. In sessions cases the highest percentages of convictions 
were 85 in Jhausi, 78 in Bijnor, and 76 in Efcawah, while Jaunpur is the 
lowest with 43 and Fatehpur, Banda, and Basti are all below 50. For 
magistrates’ courts, Basti shows the grievously low percentage of 18, next 
to which come Jaunpur, Azamgarh, and Muzaffarnagar with 21. These 
last four districts are always towards the bottom of the list, and. once more 
the Court has nothing to add to its remarks uuder this head in the report 
for 1.920, Bijnor with a rise in its percentage from 22 to 27 has shown 

some little improvement. ^ i 

The percentage of cases dismissed under section 20o of the Criminal 
Procedure Code has gone up from 20 to 21, the same high figure which 
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was reached in the years 1917 and 1920. Jaunpur again heads the list 
with a percentage of 43, and Basti again comes next with 37. Bijnor 
with 36, and Badaun and Ghazipur with 35 are not far behind. Cawnpore 
. and Pilibhit exhibit the almost incredibly low percentages of 2 and 3 
respectively, and Azamgarh with 6 and Ballia with 7 are not very much 
better. A magistrate who fails to make adequate use of this most impor- 
tant provision of the law cannot be said to be doing his duty by the public, 
and year after year the Court reiterates instructions and admonitions to 
this effect ; no doubt, as pointed out from Jhansi, frequent changes and 
transfers contribute to the difficulties experienced by District Magistrates 
in causing thnr subordinate courts to profit by the lessons of a year’s 
working. 

Judicial statement The figures for the year 1921 showing action taken under section 250 
no 3. of the Criminal Procedure Code were none too good, and a further falling 

off in the year under review mu3t be deplored. The total number of 
" persons so^ fined fell slightly from 332 to 326, and the amount of fines 
imposed from Rs. 9,484 to Rs, 8,792. Nearly one- third of the cases in 
which action was taken are from four districts, Jhansi (27), Gorakhpur (23), 
Saharanpur (24), and Allahabad ^24). Jhansi and Saharanpur, with rises 
from 5 to 27 and 6 to 24 respectively in the number of persons so fined, 
are the districts which have shown most improvement, but Aligarh has 
dropped back from 30 to 5. Jalaun can show only one person so 
fined in the whole course of the year, and a number of other districts are 
nearly as bad. The magistrate of Pilibhit reports that his experience 
shows that if his subordinate courts-— especially those presided over by 
junior magistrates —are pressed to take action under section 250, they 
respond to the demand by exacting compensation in cases which frequent- 
ly cannot be described as either frivolous or vexatious but merely as 
dubious, and that he has been compelled to reverse such orders which have 
coDie before him in appeal. That may be so, but the Court is of opinion 
that probably the best way of securing greater use of section 250 is for a 
District Magistrate to examine some of the cases tried by his subordinate 
courts and to draw the attention of those courts to particular instances in 
which the powers under that section should have been used but were not 
used. 

Courts of session. 4. The increase in the more serious forms of crime, as already men- 
tioned in paragraph 2, is evident from a consideration of the figures for 
commitments (including references under Chapter VllI of the Criminal 
Procedure Code) to courts of session, the number of cases having risen from 
2,054 to 2,425 and the number of accused from 5,086 to 6,734. By 
far the greatest increase occurred in Bulandshahr where the number of cases 
rose from 100 to 152 and the number of accused from 353 to 631, Other 
districts with swollen figures are Meerut, where the number of cases 
rose from 118 to 154 and the number of accused from 409 to 521 ; 
Agra where the number of eases rose from 79 to 122 and the number 
of accused from 164 to 279 ; and Moradabad where cases rose from 85 to 
122 and accused persons from 221 to 249, In not a single judgeship has 
the sessioQs work decreased to any really appreciable extent. The Sessions 
Judge of Bulandshahr, to whom the Court is indebted for an interesting 
report, declares that the cases which actually occupied most of his time 
duriog the year were cases of riot, generally originating in disputes over 
land. He goes on to say '‘The people of this district, especially where 
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land is concerned, appear to regard litigation more as preliminary 
manoeuvring than as anything else, and the low practical value attached 
to a final decree would surprise a stranger to the district. Of course in 
the majority of cases a sittliment of soms sort is finally reached, but 
where this is impossible the matter usually culminates in a battle resulting 
in the appearance of the participants in the sessions court together with 
a surprising number of their friends and relations who were visiting other 
parts of India at the time. These cases with their battalions of witnesses, 
their volumes of documents, and their rich array of legal pitfalls, have 
taken up more of my time ’as Sessions Judge during the last year than 
all other classes of cases combined. ” 

The number of offences of false evidence tried by courts of session rose 
by one only, from 24 to 25, while coining cases dropp3d from 12 to 9. 

Cases of offences against life (sections 302 to 311, Indian Penal Code) 
increased from 567- to d56, Moradabad and Fatehpur showing the most 
noteworthy rises from 17 to 35 and from 22 to 39 respectively, while the 
(jawnpore figure drops from 41 to 28. Hurt cases were less numerous by 
12, but 166 more persons were implicated. Kidnapping cases increased 
by 20, and 73 more p 3 rsons were involved. Rape cases were 102 as 
compared wi>h 96 in thj previous year. Cases of theft were more numer- 
ous by 6, but 15 fewer people were charged. Robbery and dacoity cases 
show a serious rise from 374 to 51*2, and the number of accused swelled 
from 1,853 to 2,407 ; Bijnor, Mainpuri, and Basti all contribute largely to 
this increase, and no district can show any drop worth mentioning. Cases 
of receiving stolen property exhibit a slight rise, from 96 to 111. Figures 
for cases of cheating and mischief have fallen slightly, but for criminal tres- 
pass have gone up from 170 to 189, 

5. The total number of persons bound over to keep the peace rose from preventive 

2,734 to 3,022. The main increase was in Bu laiin, where the figure has tions- 
gone up from 390 to 645 ; but Banda, the other district which usually is 
far away at the head of the list with Budauo, shows a drop from 358 to 142, 
a fit>*ure which appears quite normal among those of other districts. 
Bulandshahr exhibits a rise from 77 to 146, and Muttra from 79 to 161. 

The fall in the Banda figures is no doubt largely due to the fact that the 
District Magistrate has discouraged the taking of action against more than 
the principals in a dispute, and has urged his subordinate courts not to 
allow complaints to involve long lists of p3rsons in litigation— a policy which 
may be warmly commended. That in some districts the figures still indicate 
misuse ahd lax treatment of this important section need scarcely be said. 

But the Court, while reiterating the necessity for careful supervision of the 
working of the section, is prepared to believe that there is much truth in 
the arguments of the District Magistrates of Farrukhabad and Mai npuri 
when they point out that in a certain number of cases the actual institution 
of proceedings against the accused leads to a settlement of the quarrel and 
that it does not by any means follow that proceedings in which the preli- 
minary orders were not confirmed were necessarily unwarranted or in- 
fructuous. 

The total number of persons bound over to be of good behaviour rose 
enormously, from 3,063 to 5,087, only four districts— Saharanpur, Muzaffar- 
nagar, Jalaun, and Hamirpur — being able to show any diminution of action 
under section 110, Criminal Procedure Code. That this general increase 
was an inevitable corollary of the increase in crime cannot be doubted, 
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since preventive action had to be taken in order to check the tide of criminal 
activities and to restore law and order. The largest rises were from 31 to 
225 in Bulandshahr, from 188 to 336 in Aligarh, from 118 to 386 in 
Budaun, from 109 to 268 in Allahabad, and from 158 to 326 in Gorakhpur. 
The Budaun’ figure of 386 is the highest for the province. The District 
Magistrate of Allahabad points out that owing to the continuance of unrest 
and under the threat of the Aika movement in neighbouring Ondh it was 
found imperative to take action against known bad characters lest they 
should convert political and agrarian agitation into violent crime, A 
tribute may again be paid to the careful manner in which the section was 
handled by the authorities concerned, and the magistrates of all the districts 
which have been named above as showing the largest increases are well 
satisfied with the work of the police u^ider this head, 

6. The total number of persons under trial was 266,079 as against 
247,247 in 1921, and the number of witnesses examined rose from 241,794 
to 251,581. Of the latt T, 228,102 were examined in magistrates’ courts 
and 23,401 in courts of session. In this connection the Sessions Judge 
of Kumaun and Pilibhit remarks that a very large percentage of defence 
witnesses never reach the witness-box and are summoned at considerable 
harassment to themselves and expens 3 to Government. He has issued 
directions that magistrates must exercise their discretion under section 216, 
Criminal Procedure Code, and after questioning the accused to determine 
whether each witness is likely to be able to give material evidence, should 
insist on the payment of expenses for witnesses who seem to have been 
included in the list for the purpose of vexation or delay. 

The total amount expended as diet money to witnesses was 
Es. 1,87,077 in magistrates’ courts and Rs 69,178 in courts of session, 
payment being made to 86,708 persons in the former and to 22,511 in the 
latter. At the clos 3 of last year's review a special paragraph was added 
pointing out the iQad3quacy of the present scale of diet allowance paid to 
complainants and witnesses in criminal cases summoned at the instance 
of the police ; and in view of the fact that nothing has yet been done to 
remedy the evil a reference may again be made to it here. Reform in 
this respect is essential if efficient criminal administration is to be 
obtained. 

The average duration of cases in all courts rose from 10 to 11 days. 
It increased from 9 to 10 days in the courts of District Magistrates, and 
from 37 to 44 days in courts of session. This is not unnatural owing to 
the heavy criminal work of the year, The worst average figure, 14 days, 
is shared by the districts of Budaun, Shahjahanpur, Farrukhabad, Main- 
puri, Hamirpur, Jaunpur, and Mirzapur. The Magistrate of Aligarh, 
where the figure has gone up from 9 to 11, is emphatic that in that district 
it is due to slackness iu criminal work, and that such slackness is a sign of 
the times — a symptom of the prevalent feeling that the same standards 
of efficiency are no longer looked for or to be expected ; but he is deter- 
mined to eSect improvement, Benares, Allahabad, and Cawnpore —districts 
with large cities and many summary trials —as usual show creditable results, 
and this year Saharanpur joins them with a similar figure of 5 days for 
average duration. 

7. The total number of first offenders released on probation under 
section 562 of the Code of Criminal Procedure was 383 as against 486 
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in the previous year, and the number of youthful offenders dealt with 
under section 31 of Act VIII of IS ^7 fell from 29'J to 232. The working 
of the system whereby spjcial magistrates, assisted when possible by non- 
official assessors, are appointed to try juvenile offenders, continued satisfac- 
tory and no complaints against the procedure have been received. 

8. In ^he year under review 215 persons were sentenced to death by Judicial statement 
sessions courts as com;^ared with 157 in the previous 57ear. Of these, 134) 

sentences were confirmed by the High Court, 43 persons were released, 

21 obtained modification of sentence, one re-trial was ordered, and the 
cases of 16 were still pending at the close of the year. In 79 cases where 
persons condemned to death were too poor to employ counsel in the High 
Court, arrangements were made at”' Government expense; The number 
of persons sentenced to transportation for life rose from 328 to 377. The 
total number of persons sentenced to rigorous imprisonment increased 
from 17,462 to 18,746, the period of imprisonment exceeding seven years 
in 420 cases as against 272 in the year 1921. 

The percentage of cases of rigorous imprisonment in which solitary 
confinement was awarded was a little under 10 per cent. This form of 
punishment was more widely used in Budaun, Aligarh, and Etah than 
elsewhere, and of its effectiveness on a certain class ot hardened criminal, 
except in the case of long term sentences, there can be no real doubt. 

The total number of sentences of whipping fell from 1,477 to 1,236, 
which is a very curious variation when the increase of crime is taken into 
account. Thus the percentage of whippings inflicted in possible cases 
was only 19 ‘70 as compared with 23‘22 in the previous year. Of the 
persons sentenced to whipping 172 were javeniles. The number of boys 
whose sentences were commuted to detention in reformatory schools 
dropped from 48 to 28. 

9. The total number of appellants rose from 17,705 to 18,103, and Judicial statement 
applications for re visitin from 4,154 to 4,755. ^The percentage of totaUy uo. 6. 
unsuccessful appellants and applications for revision was 68 as against 70 

in the previous year. Fatehpur and Gorakhpur have the worst percent- 
ages, 43 and 45 respectively, Garhwal heads the list with 93, while of 
districts with a large number of appeals and revisions Aligarh and Morad- 
abad show the satisfactory figures of 88 and 85 per cent, decisions 
confirmed. Average duration of appeals fell from 23 to 20 days, which 
is a decided improvement., 

10. Ninety-six persons w^re tried with the aid of a jury as against Judm^^statement 
94 in the previous year. Concerning two persons so tried references were 

made to the High Court under section 307 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure ; the High Court convicted both, thereby upholding the Sessions 
Judge^s opinion. The number of persons tried with the aid of assessors 
rose from 3,890 to 5,351. As regards^ 3,314 of these the presiding judge 
agreed with all the assessors ; regarding 866 he disagreed with one or 
more, but not all the assessors ; and regarding 1,171 he differed from all 
the assessors, ' 

11. One hundred and sixty-one European British subjects were tried Judicial statement 
in 1922, as against only 78 in the previous year. All but sixteen of these 

trials were before magistrates, who convicted 113 and acquitted or discharged 
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Table D. 


Talile E. 


Honorary 

magistrates. 


82, The four persons so tried by a court of session were convicted, and 
the High Court convicted nine accused and acquitted three. 

12. The total amount of tines imposed in sessions courts rose from 
Rs. 38,379 to' Rs. 1,05,284 in the year under review. Of this amount only 
Rs. 39,265 were reab'zed. Amount paid by way of compensation rose from 
Rs. 6,839 to Rs. 12,732, 

In -magistrates’ courts the total amount of fines imposed rose from 
Es. 5,09,204 to Rs. 7,37,391, and the amount realized from Rs. 4,71,965 
to Rs. 6,12,761, The amount paid by way of compensation rose propor- 
tionately and satisfactorily from Rs. 39,485 to Bs. 57,081. 

13. The total number of appolknts to the High Court increased 
from 2,065 to 2,320 in the year under review. Out of 2,164 such appeals 
decided during the year, 1,779 persons were completely unsuccessful. 
Applications for revision dropped from 1,946 to 1,776 ; 87 of these 
were still outstanding at the close of the year, and of the remainder 
1,186 met with no success. Out of 15 Government appeals filed in 
the course of the year, 12 were disposed of, 9 were allowed, and 3 
dismissed. 

With reference to G. 0. no. 4784/VI — 726 of the 3rd October, 1918, 
two Government appeals — nos. 32 and 786 of 1922 — were filed more 
than three months after the date of acquittal, but not being beyond the 
statutory period of limitation were admitted by the High Court. 

14. The number of persons tried by honorary magistrates sitting 
singly rose from 34,349 bo 42,789, while the number tried by benches 
dropped from 66,396 to 66,266. This out of a grand total of 266,079 
persons who underwent trial in the courts of the province. Honorary 
magistrates sitting singly sentenced 8,966 offenders, and benches sen- 
tenced 34,297, These figures represent a very large mass of solid work, 
and the Court freely acknowledges, as in the past, the great assistance 
which has been thereby rendered bo an overworked stipendiary staff. 
Bub the system has its faults, which it would be a mistake to minimise 
by indiscriminate eulogy. In Muttra district the Brindaban bench fined 
516 offenders the absurd total of Rs, 467 only; penalties so low as 
this can have no deterrent effect, and it is waste of time for the authorities 
to institute prosecutions which have such inadequate results. In Ghazipur 
and Ballia districts certain benches proved themselves so negligent and 
incompetent that it was found necessary to close them down or to re- 
organize them. The District Magistrate of Basti complains that some of 
his rural honorary magistrates show a tendency to misuse their position 
as a means of putting pressure on their tenants ; he has been told 
that ^ the remedy lies in his own hands. In Moradabad the District 
Magistrate, while making an honourable exception of -the bench at 
headquarters, reports that the work of the other benches is of poor 
quality and is characterised by irresolution, delay, and wrong-headedness, 
and that they do not enjoy the confidence of the public. He adds that 
what little work th.'.y take off the shoulders of the stipendiary magis- 
trates is more or less cancelled by the extra supervision they require, and 
that a stipendiary first class magistrate armed with summary powers 
would do all their work in half the time. These are strong criticisms, 
though perhaps deserved. However the Court is glad to know from 
some of the reports of other District Magistrates that there is another 



side to tlie picture, and that there are many honorary magistrates and 
benches to whom a debt of gratitude is rightfully due for public services 
conscientiously performed, 

Allahabad : j. N. G. JOHNSON, lc.s., 

•Dated the 19th July, 1923, 


Registrar, 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement shoivinj the number of j udicial divisions and the number of officeri. 


of province. 

i 

Area. i 

! 

Population, 

Number of 
divisions for 
courts under 
chief Court, 
but superior to 
chief courts of 
districts. 

i Number 

• of 

districts. 

♦ 

Number 
of sub- 
districLs. 

1 

1 



♦ 



1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Agra 

Square 

miles. 

83,109 

34,624,090 

19 ! 

36 

180 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of offences reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted of each 




N umber of offences 
repurted. 

Number of cases 
returned as true of 



offences reported. 


Description of offence. 

In and 


In and 



pending 
from the 

During 

the 

pending 
from the 

Daring the 



previous 

year. 

previous 

year. 


1 

year. 


year. 


1 j 

2 

3 

4 

'■| 

5 


I.— OlEENCES UNDEB THE InDIAH PeNAL CoDE. 





Offences against the state, Chapter VI ... 

1 

90 

1 

87 

Offences against the Army or Navy, Chapter VI 1 ... ... 


2 


1 

Offences against the Public Tranquillity, Chapter VIII 

81 

1,750 

75 

1.462 

Offences by or relating to Public servants, Chapter IX 

Contempts of the lawful authority of Public servants. Chapter i 

9 

17i 

8 

127 

X 


55 

2,743 

47 

2,553 

False evidence and offences against Public Justice, Chapter XI... 

49 

1,047 

40 

843 

Offences relating to Coins and Government Stamps, f Coins 

1 

24 

1 

21 

ChaptertXII ... .. ... ... ^ Stamp 


1 6 j 


4 

Offinces relating to weights and measures. Chapter XIII 

Offences affecting the public health, safety, convenience, decency 

2 

78 

2 

75 

:i nd morals, Chapter XIV ,,, 

17 ' 

747 

15 

691 

OffeUCes relating to rt*ligion, Chapter XV 
f Offences affecting life ,,, 

7 

113 

5 

67 

64 

3,062 

56 

977 


Causing of miscarriage, injuries to unborn children, ex- 




ci? . 

tS o 

posure of infanta and the concealment of births 

s 

117 

7 

85 

"o > 

Hurt 

702 

38,751 

577 

20,4-29 

S 1 s ^ 

Wrongful restraint and wrongful confinement 

3G 

885 

24 

503 

C! ^ "g. 

Criminal force and assault 

133 

G ,034 

116 

4 GOG 

a ^ 

O ^ 

Kidnapping, forcible abduction, slavery and forced labour 
Kape 

Attempt at rape ,,, 

24 

5 

905 

208 

1 

19 

5 

600 

137 

1 


i Unnatural offence 

flf* 

3 

68 

' 2 

60 
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NO. 1 (Chimin al). 

exercising original or aiopellate jimsdiction on the last day of the year 1922. 


Total number of officers exeicisiog original 
or appellate iurisdiction. 

Total number of eases decided. . 

Total 
receipts 
of all the 
courts (in- 
cl 11 ding 
civil and 
revenue 
courts). 

Total 
charges 
of all the 
courts 
(including 
civil and 
revenue 
courts). 

Somarks, 

J ud'ges 
of 

High 

Court. 

Judges 
of otlier 
courts 
piiperior 
to cliief 
district 
courts. 

Judges 
of chief 
courts of 
district 

Judges 

of 

dis^trict 

courts 

other 

than 

chief 

courts. 

Judges 
of other 
subordi- 
nate 
courts* 

Original. 

Appeals. 

Reg alar. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

Regu- 

lar. 

Mis- 

ccl- 

lane- 

ous. 

7 

S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

l7 

IS 

9 

30 

36 


1,037 

1 32-, 729 

10,737 

9,856 

3,073 

1 

Re. 

jl, 11, 43, 611 

Rs. 

|l.l2,83,irS 



NO. 2 (Criminai). 

class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1922. 


Kumber of 
cases brought 
to trial 
during the 
year. 


Number of persons- 

- 


Number of com- 
plainants fined 
under section 25G 
of the Code of 
Oriminal Proce- 
dure, IS9S. 

Under trial 
during the year, 
including jie tid- 
ing from 
previous } ear. 

Acqui tted 
or 

discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, escaped or 
transferred to 
anotlier 
province. 

Remainirtg 
under trial. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

So 

476 

25 

145 


6 


1 

1 

... 

1 


... 


3,475 

7,859 

3,992 

3,426 

7 

434 


-128 

225 

78 

117 

1 

29 


2,532 

3,302 

1,120 

2,310 

2 

70 


830 

1,304 

614 

593 

3 

89 


22 

39 

15 

14 

... 

10 

««* 

4 

5 

4 

1 

••• 

1 


73 

145 

74 

58 

... 

1 

««« 

■ 674 

1,143 

404 

713 

1 

26 


66 

207 

177 1 

24 


6 

t 

996 

2,716 

1,111 ! 

1,083 

t-j 

CO 

504 


91 

145 

64 

74 


7 


23,273 

66,597 

58,198 

6,987 

15 

1,397 

IIS 

450 

1,472 

1,218 

204 


50 

6 

3,947 

10,561 

9,229 

1,118 

3 

211 

2T 

463 

1,094 

712 

287 

6 

89 

'2. 

135 

207 

87 

98 

... 

22 

... 

1 


... 

... 

i.. 

... 

... 

51 

* 64 

21 

40 


3 

... 



( ) 


. JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of offences reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted of each 


Description of oHenca. 


O \ 
Offences 
Criminal 
Offences 
Defamat 
Cricaina! 


— Ofi'ences undee the Indian Penae Code. 

j Tbeft .*« »»♦ 

Attempt at theft ... #*• ••• 

Extortion ... ... •*. 

Robbery and dacoity ... 

Criminal misappropriation of property ... 
Criminal breach of trost ... *«♦ 

Receiving of stolen property ... 

Cheating ■... 

Prandulent deeds and disposition of property 
Mischief ... ... ... 

Criminal trespass ... ... *•« 

\ Attempt at crirai nftl trespass ... ... 

3s relating to documents and to trade or property marks 
lal breach of contract of service ... 

5s relating to marriage .. 

ati^n ••• 

lal intimidation, insult and annoyance 


Total nnder the Indian Penal Code 

II.— Offences under Special and Local Laws. 
Code- of Criminal Procedure. 

(Chapter VIII. Security for keeping the peace 
Ditto Ditto good behaviour 

Other laws relaiinp io. 

.Armsj Ammunition and Military Stores Act no. 11 of 
‘Canals, Drainage and Embankmeuts „ ,> | ^^0 || 

'Cantonments, Military ... ... »? »j 15 » 

Cattle Trespass.,, ... ... j, ” )]i ” 


Criminal Tribes and EuuUchs 
Emigration, Inland t** 

Excise »•* 

Factories 

Ferries ... 

Forests 

Gambling 

Hackney and Stage carriages 
Infanticide ... ... 

Legal Practitioners Act ... 
Mauicipaiities „ ... 


Stores Act no. 11 of 
( 8 „ 

” ’’ 116 „ 

... ,j ,j 15 ,} 

f 1 „ 

” )n „ 

j 5 >} 

... „ » ^ 2 „ 

07 „ 
- ’’ ” U4 „ 

( 4 

” i 1 „ 

*.» »5 >, 12 J5 

C17 „ 

... „ „ ^ 3 

( 7 

” ”15 „ 

••• 5» »> ^ 5» 

14 jj 

• J5 8 ,, 

ns of 1879, 9 „ 

1 11 of 1896, 1 „ 

f 1 „ 11^00, 5 „ 

’’ t 2 „ 1916, 1 „ 

C 13 

„ i 1 » 


Number of offences 
reported. 

Number 

returned 

offences 

of cases 
as'true of 
■eported. 

In and 
pending 
from the , 
previous 
year- 

During 

tbe^ear. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During the 
year. 

2 

3 

4 

5 





343 

11,145 

277 

8,235 


1 


1 

22 

507 

12 

243 

63 

1,563 

43 

913 

5 

279 

4 

198 

83 

3,969 

72 

1,242 

54 

3,440 

50 

1,373 

59 

2,331 

50 

1,231 

9 

367 

7 

288 

142 

6,102 

124 

4,287 

295 

10,330 

272 

7,943 

»*. 

1 


1 

5 

158 

4 

112 

5 

35 

5 

21 

140 

6.549 

106 

3,600 

21 

552 

13 

277 

25 

2,210 

21 

879 

2,4T6 

1,00,941 

2,060 

70,081 

113 

4,398 

66 

2,313 

62 

3,301 

ei 

3,247 

9 

432 

8 

414 

5 

896 

5 

852 

16 

2,694 

16 

2,556 

98 

6,319 

72 

4,333 

76 

2,034 

44 

1,774 


40 


39 

13 

1,215 

13 

1,197 

1 

6 

1 

6 

2 

58 

1 

57 

18 

417 

15 

887 

19 

549 

19 

639 

74 

8,971 

58 

7,954 


2 

... 

2 

... 

2 


2 

123 

27,724 

' 117 

25,308 

7 

$30 

7 

1 228 


NO. 2 (Chiminal). 

class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1922--(coatinued). 


Number of 
cases brought 
to trial 
during the 
year. 


Ku 

inber of persons- 

- 


Xumber of com- 
plainants fined 
under section 250 
of the Code of 
Crimiaal Proce- 
dure, IS93. 

‘Under trial 
during the year, 
including pGnd% 
ing from 
previous year. 

Acquitted 

or 

discharged. 

Convicted, 

Died, escaped or 
transferred to 
another 
province. 

Remaining 
under trial. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

8,003 

16,911 

10,271 

6,026 

10 

604 

51 

1 

1 


1 


... 

... 

197 

576 

• 489 

88 


19 

5 

858 

3,792 

1,765 

1,480 

7 

540 

1 

178 

280 

181 

87 


32 

1 

1,133 

1,619 

1,020 

436 

5 

58 

9 

1,408 

1,920 

524 

1,325 

4 

67 

1 

1,144 

1,939 

3,389 

462 

7 

81 

6 

259 

673 

492 

167 

2 

12 

2 

S.712 

10,991 

9,565 

3,113 

1 

312 

16 

7,671 

18,240 

12,991 

4,611 

16 

622 

S8 

1 

3 


3 

a«t 


••i 

107 

197 

ill 

60 


26 


25 

58 

50 

7 


1 

... 

3,046 

6,111 

5,553 

398 

7 

143 

11 

247 

647 

483 

67 


7 

2 

776 

1,944 

1,677 

219 


48 

7 

64,063 

3,62,964 

1,23,689 

33,637 

115 

5,523 

305 

2,104 

10,457 

7,141 

3,022 

i 

4 

290 

3 

3,289 

(0^6,170 

{5}697 

(eJ)5,270 

6 

(c?)197 

««• 

414 

511 

127 

1 351 

4 

29 

... 

843 

1,910 

870 

3,016 

4 

20 

... 

2,539 

3,140 

603 

i 2,635 


2 

... 

4,267 

8,574 

^ 5,843 

2,632 

2 

97 

17 

1,647 

1,920 

193 

3,693 

4 

25 

, 

38 

60 

15 

41 


4 

•*« 

1,189 

1,468 

250 

1,177 

2 

39 


5 

6 

1 

4 

*«« 


... 

45 

70 

22 

42 

.M 


... 

399 

1,479 

420 

3,046 

3 

10 

... 

548 

3.977 

922 

! 3,010 

««• 

45 

... 

7,785 

8,483 

3,106 

7,357 

2 

18 

... 

2 

4 


4 


... 

... 

2 

2 i 

*«e 

2 




23,045 

25,012 i 

3,917 

20,968 

11 

116 


^35^ 

• 271 

j 

66 

206 

»•! 

9 

... 


[a) Includes 219' 
(^) ,, 27 ( 

(c) u 183 ( 




Persons whose cases were referred to courts of Sessiou 
under section 133, Code of Criminal Procedure, 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of offences reported and persons tried, convicted and acquitted of each 








Number of offences 
reported. 

Number of cases 
returned as t. ue of 
offSnees reported. 

Description of offence. 


In and 

. i 

Id and 








pending 
from the 
previous 

During 
the year. 

pending 
from the 
previous 

During 
the year. 






(p 

year. 


year. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Police, District ..t ** 

««« 

Act no* 


5 of 1861 

65 

12 418 

61 

11,722 

Folice, Town 


!) 

35 


20 „ 1856 

5 

576 

3 

557 

Police, Eoad and Village 


j} 

3> 


16 „ 1873 

1 

167 

1 

157 

Post Olfica 

... 

5J 



6 „ 1898) 

3 „ 1912 1 

8 

40 


89 

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 

>i 

)> 


11 „ 1390 

1 

1,147 

1 

1,031 

Prisons ... 

... 


>3 


9 „ 1894 

itff 

4 

••• 

4 

Printing Presses 


)) 

33 


f25 „ 1867) 
i 10 „ 1890 ( 

... 

30 

... 

28 

Press ... 


JJ 

35 


1 „ 1910 

... 

21 


20 

Eailways ««• 

... 

JJ 

” i 

9 of 1890, 9 „ 1896) 

4 „ 1905 \ 

15 

1,639 

15 

1,580 

Registration ... 


5> 

>1 


16 „ 1908 

..I 

1 

... 

1 

Salt, Indian ... 


}f 



12 „ 1883) 
19 „ 1890 ) 


44 


44 

Sarais and Paraos 


?> 

>3 


22 „ 1867 


1 

• •t 

1 

Stamp *•! 


>» 

"i 

2 

1 

„ 1899. 6 „ 1910 ) 

„ 1912 { 

27 

513 

23 

500 

Vaccination 


)5 

” 1 

1 

13 „ 1880 ( 

„ 1892, 2 „ 1914 f 

4S 

845 

43 

799 

Vagrancy, European 


)) 

33 


11 „ 1874 

*•* 

IS 

• A. 

16 

Water-worliS 




1 

1 

„ 1891, 3 „ 1895) 
„ 1901, 1 „ 1908, 

f.e 

■ 156 

... 

86 

Workmen's Breacli of Contract 

57 

35 

r 

” 1 


13 „ 1859 

68 

1,785 

57 

1,391 

Tov7a Areas ... 

... 

)> 


13 ,, 1890 ) 

2 „ 1914 5 

2 

1,226 

2 

1,195 

Treasure Trove ... 

... 

t) 

53 


6 „ 1878 


6 

M* 

6 

Sanitation ... 

• •• 

5J 

J7 


2 „ 1892 

... 

409 


397 

Income'tas ... 

... 

33 

55 

2 

„ 1886, 7 „ 1918 

... ' 

1 

... 

1 

Motor Vehicles ... 

... 

II 

3} 

2 

„ 1911, 8 „ 1914 

2 

237 

2 

219 

Indian Criminal Law Amendment 

55 

31 


14 „ 1908 

3 

336 

3 

334 

InS'olvency ... ... u 

Prevention of Adulteration ot Food 

J> 


5 „ 1920 

••• 

% 


2 

and Drugs 


33 

3> 


6 „ 1912 

2 

14 

2 

14 

District Board ... 

... 

?» 

>5 


2 „ 1906 

... 

4 

.. I 

4 

Village Panchayat 

... 

15 

3} 


6 „ 1920 

1*. 

3 

..« 

2 

Petroleum 


JJ 

53 


8 „ 1899 


2 

.c« 

2 

Christian Marriage 


Ji 

33 


lo „ 1872 

... 

1 


1 

Improvement Trust 


5} 

«3 


8 „ 1919 

... 

1 

... 

1 

Indian Treaty Peace Act of 1920 




... 


1 

,,, 

1 

Indian Electricity 

... 

Act 

no. 


9 „ 1910 

... 

2 


2 

Telegrapli 

• a. 

»5 

33 


13 „ 1885 

... 

1 

•M 

1 

Indian Tariff ... 


J5 

53 


7 „ 1920 

• r. 

1 

,,, 

1 

Notified Area ... 


35 

53 


1 1900 

.Ml 

28 

... 

28 

Cantonment Code .. 

... 




... 

... 

8 

... 

7 

Wild Birds Protection 

... 

Act no. 


8 „ 1912 

C.« 

1 

**. 

1 

Stone Mahal (Mirzapur) 

... 

j> 

33 


5 „ 1886 

1 

... 

1 


Bank Act no. 7 of 1913 

..4 

>»« 




1*. 

1 

..1 


Total under the Code of 
and Local Laws. 

Criminal Procedure 

and under Special j 

874 

80,976 

717 

• • 71.903 













Grand Total 

3,350 

1,81,917 

• 2,777 

1,41,984 ^ 
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xo. 2 (Cbimixal). 

class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1922 — (concluded). 


Number of 
cases brought 
to trial 
during the 
year. 

Number of persons — 

1 

. 

Number of 
complainants 
fined under 

1 section 250 of 
' the Code of 
i Criminal 

Procedure, 
1598- 

Under trial 
during the year, « 
including 
pending from 
previous year. 

Acquitted 

on 

discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, escaped or 
traneferred to 
another province- 

( 

! 

I 

j Bemainlng 
under trial. 

6 

7 

8 

• 

9 

10 

11 

12 

31,643 

13,956 

1,344 

12,578 

4 

30 


651 

651 

80 

551 


20 


158 

162 

12 

150 

... 

ft* 


S9 

43 

4 

37 

... 

2 


1,024 

1,130 

158 

974 


4 


4 

8 

2 

6 

... 

tM 


28 

29 

11 

18 

... 

... 

.«• 

20 

24 

1 

23 

... 

... 

f t» 

1,560 

2,438 

897 

1,536 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

M* 

««. 

... 

1 


44 

50 

2 

48 


... 


1 

1 


1 

l«* 

»». 

... 

603 

601 

43 

656 


2 


471 

476 

365 

74 

... 

37 

... 

16 

18 

4 

14 



• t* 

86 

86 

47 

37 

2 

M« 

... 

894 

],C63 

456 

598 

a** 

9 


1,179 

1,588 

292 

3,295 

1 

... 

• *» 

6 

15 

6 

9 

... 

• I* 

««« 

3£7 

6C3 

83 

'460 

... 

1 


1 

1 

... 

1 

... 

... 

«■« 

209 

241 

63 

176 

1 

1 

... 

836 

629 

104 

525 

••• 



2 

2 

1 

1 

... 

... 


15 

15 


. 15 



... 

4 

16 

10 

3 

• «4 

... 


2 

3 

2 

1 

«•« 

... 


2 

2 

... 

2 


... 

*<« 

1 

I 

... 

1 


«•* 

t.a 

1 

1 

... 

1 

• «« 


».* 

1 

1 

..I 

1 

« •« 

.. . 

... 

2 

2 

... 

2 

«•« 

... 


1 

1 

... 

1 


.»» 

.... 

1 

1 

1 




... 

26 

35 

5 

30 


... 


7 

12 

11 

1 

tit 

... 

... 

1 

1 

... 

1 



... 

1 

1 

1 


«r« 

1 

1 


67.634 

97,324 

26,038 

70.217 

52 

I 

21 

1,¥i.697 

2,6<),288 

3,49,727 

1,03,854 

(o)lC7 

. - . 1 
b,o4'j ) 

i 

S26 


(a) 145 persons died. 

21 „ escaped. 

1 person transferred. 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of miscellaneous proceedings under the Code of 


Nature of proceedings. 


1 


Total number of 
Cases before the 
^courts during 
-the year. 


2 


1. Proceedings against witnesses. Chapter VI (c) and a:iction 485 
2* Proceedings under Chapter VIII to prevent breach of the peace ... 

S. Proceedings under Chapter VIII security for good beh tvioar r 
4 Proceedings against Local Nuisances, Chapter X 

5. Posseseion, Chapter XII ... ... ... ... ... ... 

6. Frivolous or vesatious accusations Summarily dealt with under Chapter XX, section 250 

7. Non-attendance of Jurors or Assessors, Chapter XX III, section 332 

8. Maintenance, Chapter XXXVI ,,, 

9. Forfeiture of bail or recognizance, Chapter XLII 

20 Proeeedingg under Chapter XLVI, section 563, against convicted offenders released under 
section 562. 


Total 


103 

2,104 

3,289 

3,862 

1,634 

320 

81 

1,130 

867 

85 


11,475 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement showing the general result of criminal trials 


Class of tribunal. 

Total 
number 
of per- 
sons un- 
der trial. 

Died, 
escaped 
Or trans- 
ferred 
to 

another 

province- 

Dis- 

charged 

or 

acquit- 

ted. 

1 

Senten- 

ced. 

1-’ 

On regul 

Released 
on pro- 
bation, 
section 
662, 

Criminal 
Proced. 
ure Code, 
1898 

ersons wl 

ar trial. 

Youthful 
dealt vvi 
section 3 
VIII 0 

Dis- 

charged 

after 

admoni- 

tion. 

lose Cases 

Con 

offe nders 
th under 

1 of Act 
f 1897. 

Deliver- 
ed to 
parent 
or guard- 
ian, etc. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

1 

6 

7 

8 

Suhordmafe Magistrates. 








Honorary Magistrates sitting singly (sec- 

42,789 

(a)ll 

32,467 

8,502 

6 

... 

... 

tion 14). 








Stipendiary Special Magistrates (section 14) ... 

12,613 

(5)8 

6,319 

3,205 

10 

... 


Stipendiary Magistrates, sitting singly (sec- 

1,36,690 

{c)93 

78,375 

37,507 

203 

63 

17 

tion 12). 








Benches of Magistrates (section 15) 

66,266 

(d}34 

30,932 

13,026 

3 

... 

0 .. 

District and Divisional Magistrates* 








Cases referred under sections 347, 349 and 

230 


59 

122 

26 

... 

... 

662 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 








Chief Magistrates of districts ... 

718 

»«• 

379 

247 

4 

... 

... 

’ Total i.. 

2,59,336 

(e)l46 

1,47,531 

62,609 

251 

63 

. 17 

Courts of Session ... 

e,73l 

(/ )21 

2,193 

3,569 

... 

... 

... 

High Court ... x.. 

12 


3 

9 

... 

... 

-j; 

GkAnd Total 

2,66,079 

i 

77)107 

1,49,727 

66,187 

251 

63 

17 



( ) 


NO. 3 (Criminal). 

Criminal Procedure, during the year 1922. 


Nuiiib'^r of 
persoDs 
coucerned. ^ 

N umbor ' f 

persoDS 

discharged. 

Number of 
persons 
convicted. 

Number of 

persons ' 

remaiLii. - ; 

Remarks. 

3 

4 , 

5 

6 

7 

159 

85 

67 

17 


in -1 n7 

7,UI 

S,022 

200 

4 died. 

5,951 

'670 

5,0S7 

188 

4 died, 1 escaped and 1 transferred. 

6,191 

3,GS4 

• 772 

1,645 ! 


4,7fS 

3,077 

1,164 

412 


347 

21 

320 



91 

73 

16 

2 


1,130 

961 

113 

56 


1,117 

S"! 

469 

67 


91 

16 

75 

... 

1 

1 

I 

30,197 

16,309 

11,201 

2,677 

I 8 died, 1 escaped and 1 transferred. 


NO. 4 (Criminal). 


in the tribunals of various classes in the year a922. 


\\ ere disposed of , 


victed. 

On sumnmry tiial. 

Sen- 

tenced. 

1 

[Released 
on proba- 
tion, sec- 
tion 562, 

Youtiiful offenders 
dealt with under 
section 31 of 

Act Vlil of 1897. 

Crimimil 

Proce- 

dure 

Code, 

1893. 

Dis- 1 
charged 
after 
admoni- 
tion 

Delivered 
to pflieDt 
rr guard- 
iao, etc. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

457 

1 



3,530 

11,716 

128 

42 

83 

***25 

21,269 

... 

... 

... 

,,, 

1 


... 

80 

3 

1 

1 

37,052 

132 

126 

26 


... 

... 

... 

37,052 

132 

126 

26 



1 


1 

i 


0. m- 
mitted 
or re- 
fer! ed. 

I 

i 

1 

Persons 
remain- 
in tr 
under 
trial (it 
the end 
of the 
year. 

'dumber 
of cases 
liaposed 
of 

during 

the 

year. 

Average 
number 
of days 
during 
whicii 
oftcb 

case 

lasted. 

! 

Js umber 
of wit- 
nesses 

ex- 

amined. 

Remarks. 

13 

14 

15, 

16 

17 

18 

159 

1,186 

18,006 

11 

31,457 

(a) 11 died. 

293 

206 

6,457 

G 

i 7,928 

[b) 2 died, 6 escaped. 

5,272 

3,208 

I 62,535 

13 

J, 59,253 

> (c) 84 dit'd, 8 escaped and 1 
ti ansfen ed. 

36 

966 

43,083 

6 

1 

28,675 

(c?) 29 died and 5 escaped. 

12 

12 

138 

1 

5 

... 


19 

14 

345 

10 

759 


5,791 

5,592 

1,30,564 

10 

2,28,102 

(c) 126 died, 19 escaped auc 
1 transferred. 


948 

2,156 

44 

! 23,401 

(/) 19 died and 2 escaped. 

... 

9 

4‘i 

78 


5,791 

6,540 

1 1,32.729 


2,51,531 

[g] 145 died, 21 psenped am 
1 1 ti nnsf-:>rred . 
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■ JUDICIAL STATEMENT 
Statement showing the punishonents inflicted by the 



1 


Persons sentenced to- 

- 



>3 






1 



1 Imprison- 
ment. 


; 


t; ® 

3 " 

2> '5 

3 

o 






1 














Class of tribunal 

1 

1 

1 

j 

i 

i 

i 

j 

ca 

a 

o 

i 

d 

o 

u 

o 

X 

P 

c3 

%> 

. 

, o 

1 -c 

j J 

1 ? 

5 

! ® 

'5 

1 ^ 

1 

I 

1 

' o 

1 o 

1 to 

d 

"S. 

2 

OQ 

a. 

o 

o 

3 

ta 

o 

c 

fa 

ff 

th 

c 

*s. 

G, 

fa 

CL > 

-13-fa 

« 51 

c ® p 
^ ^ ts, 

-o j- 

c 35 C 

=4-1 

~ ‘P ® 
- U) - 
o o 13 
-r, « -r 

s “ I- 
S ^ « 

a f-i I 

3 ® 

o 

c 

iH '' 

CD 

a . 

1. J 

fl '> 
c sa 

*- S 

Gh'-' 

fa o 

rr, Cl 

a fcr 

o ^ 

CD O 

0) 

■fa 

C3 

'O 

JX 

CD 

fa 

3 

fa 

a 

o 

Rs. lUO and under. 

fa 
’ d 

3 

fa 

5 

o 

o 

lO 

QO 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 

I 5 

1 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Honorary Maglstrp.te9 
sitting* singly (sec- 
tion 14). 


... 

... 

1 

j 

1,400 

140 

... 

8,587 

15 

152 

96 

6,932 

1,558 

76 

20 

Stipendiary Special 
ilagistrates (section 

14). 


... 

... 

53 A 

49 

1 

6,145 

39 

78 

22 

5.362 

715 

42 

22 

Stipendiary Magis- 

trates sitting singly 
(section 12). 

... 

... 

... 

13,163 

926 

... 

35,678 

1,085 

7, 70S 

5,113 

26,203 

8,221 

8G6 

359 

Bencbea of Magis- 
trates (section 15). 

Xfistrict and Divi?ional 
Magistrates, 




701 

144 


33,725 




31,511 

1 

1,187 

1,000 

27 

Cases referred under 
sections 347, 349 

“ and 662 of the 
Code of Criminal 
Procedore. 



j 

77 

3 


22 

32 

1 

1 

6 

11 

2 

3 

Chief Magistrates of 
districts. 


... 


123 

41 

... 

143 

3 

80 

49 

38 

62 

27 

12 

Total 

... 

... 1 

! 

16,003 

1,303 

1 

84,300 

1,174 

8,109 1 

! 

5,281 

70,052 

11,754 

2,013 

443 

Courts of Session 

... 

377 

1 

2,735 

19 

... 

335 

62 

129 

ISO 

22 

114 

79 

lof 

. 1 Cases committtd 

^1 

2 

... 

- 

7 

- 


3 

•• 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

•• 

^ > Cases referred ... 

134 

... 

... 

... 


... 

... 

... 

... 

,,, 

... 

... 



Grand Total 

136 : 

377 . 

1 

... 

iS.f'lS 

1,322 

1 

1 

S4,d 3S j 

1,236 j 

8,238 

5,467 

70,074 

i 1,868 

2,092 |i 

544 
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NO, 5 (Oeiminal), 

various criminal tribunals dioriug the year 1922. 


Detail of pui'.ishment. 

!« . 

- c! 

' ^ *? 

o 

© 

© 

M 

n . 

= IN. 

1 ^ 

* -J 

a: —I 

'a 6 

5 a 

o o 
- < 

'ji 

geo 

pH 

Fine. 

Im prisoj’mt'iit. 

1 Whipping 

? — 

' 3. 

i 5 2 

1 © 

© — 

= ~ 

!l 

= 1 1 
© - 

J “ > 

s ^ 

•5 % 

X 

f ^ 
^6 

§ J r 
m OC 

f,., r-I 

C 

'a o - 

3-31 

a ^ ? 

1 f 

J-* 

o 

c 

•n 

c 

CS 

o 

o 

m 

cc 

o 

o 

o 

> 

o 

< 

Total amount of fines imposed 
during the year. 

n3 

SD 

N 

'rf 

O 

* 

n 

. 

u 

<ui 'S 

0 o 

1 fcc 

's; 5 

A *o © 

o 

o 5 _ 

ffl o 
^ w 
>5 £ 'S 

js ^ O 
■r! 5 '.-I 
'5 c: ° 
n. o a 

• fn 

3? - 

; O ® sJ r_ 

f? g J ^ 

1 a 

;<5l 

© 

a 

s 

© 

rs 

lO 

u. 

CD 

TS 

s 

'a 

rt 

cn 

c 

o 

a 

o 

lu 

© 

'a 

c 

es 

% 

6 

>> 

(M 

1 

© 

"a 

5 

© 

eC 

© 

OT 

CD 

© 

< 

© 

TS 

a 

c 

or; 

c:_ 

*tZ 

■n 

O 

f 

1 

I 

j 

1 

, 

u 

© 

3 

3 

© 

o 

5Sl 

! 

1 . 

j 

i 

1 

g 

© 

o 

CO 

o 

00 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

78 


30 

31 



Ks 

Rsi 

Rs. 






* 






1 

’** 

71,238 

07,1)74 

7,334 

350 

915 

360 

2 



10 

1 

... 

1,256 

.«« 

4 

- 

53,600 

4D186 

6,578 

146 

340 

110 

... 

.. 

19 

IS 

2 

j 

1 

3 10 

42 

27 

2 

5.C4,S58 

3.0G,578 

88,839 

1,723 

7,884 

9,4 40 

100 


430 

557 

98 

i 

25 ; 

! 

{?,225 

ISS 

... 

... 

91,965 

87,891 

3,805 

323 

514 

8 

i 

.. 

1 


... 

... 

i 

. 1 

771 

««♦ 

... 


897 

487 

... 

i 

37 

39 

1 

... 

16 

16 

... 

2 ' 


1 

2 

2 

14.803 

16,545 

525 

28 

95 

89 

1 

... 

2 

... 

1 

... 


i 

















34 

4 

7,37,391 

6,12,761 

57,081 

2,574 

9,794 

10,055 

164 

•* 

47l 

601 

102 

i 27 

1 

i 

3,592 

2S3 

S 

11 

1,05,284 

39,265 

12,732 

31 

317 

536 

1,636 

420 

10 

34 

18 

1 ■ i 

1 

i 

200 


... 

3 

12,000 

... 

... 

... 

... 

6 

1 

... 

... 


... 

... 

.M 

««« 

C#> 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

i.t 

**’ 


... 


... 


... 


42 

18 i 

5,54,675 i 

3,52,026 

69,813 

2 ,eo 6 , 

10,111 

10,597 

[ 1,801 

I 

120 

481 

635 

120 

28 

8,792 

232 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT jto, 5A (Criminal), 

Statement showing the p trtioukirs of 'whipping inlilGted by the Gnmi'ntd Tribunals 

during the year 1922. 

PART I. 

Showing whipping inflicted undePw sections 3 and 1 of Act no. IY^of 1909 

IN LIEU OF OTHER PUNISHMENTS 




N umber of pei sons 

awarded- 


Offences for whicb avv'arJed. 







5 

11 

21 




to iO 

to 20 

to 30 

Total. 

P.emarks. 


stripes. 

stripes. 

stripes. 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

In Uqu of other iJiinisloniOiits^ soction S of Act no. IT of 1009. 






( section 37S, Indian Penal Code 

187 

24S 

44 

479 


I. Theft, ns defined 330 „ ,, ,, 

92 

92 

J4 

198 


^ ,, 382 „ 


9 

... 

9 


2. Lnrljine house trespass as defin^ed in section 44.3, Indian 

4 

17 


21 


Penal Code, 






3, Lurking bou'^e trespass by night as defined in section 444, 

20 

70 

16 

106 


Indian Penal Code. 






4. House breaking as deined in section 445, Indian Penal 

S3 

20 

10 

63 


Code. 






5. House breaking at uigbb as defined in section 446, Indian 

24 

33 

9 

66 


Penal Code. 






Section 4 of Act no. IT 0 / 1909. 






31. Abetment or attempt to commit rape as defined in section 

14 

6 

3 

23 


375, Indian Penal Code. 






2. Compelling or inducing any person by fear or bodily 

2 

3 

1 

G 


injury to submit to an unnatural offtnee as defined in 






section 377, Indian Penal Code. 


1 




B. Dacoity as defined in section 391, Indian Penal Code 

4 

2 

i 1 

7 


4* Voluntarily causing hurt in cf>ramittmg or attempting to 

1 


1 

2 


commit robbery as defined in section 390, Indian Penal 






Code 






OSences under section 19 of Act no. XXVII of 1871 

3 

... 

... 

3 


Total 

[ 3S4 ! 

i ' ^ 

500 

99 

983 


Offences under sections 336, 379, 411, 447, 454 and 457 

n 

20 

4 

35 


of the Indian Penal Code, 






Grx-si> Total 

' 395 

620 

103 

1/18 


On 1st conviction 




:,oo6 

On re'conviotiou ,>• 


• a* 


12 



( 23 ) 

PART 11. 


Showing whipiping inflicted in addition to other punishmenid, 
section 4, Act no. IV of 1909. 



• 

Number of pers^^ns awarded — ; 


Offences forVhich awarded. 

1 

5 to 10 1 
stripes. 1 

11 to 20 
stripes 

21 to 30 ! 
stripes, ; 

Total. 1 

Kemarks. 

1 ' j 

2 

3 

4 

5 

j 

6 


In addition to other ^punishments 
(section 4). 




! 


1. 

Abetment, coramission or attempt to 
commit rape as dedued ia section 
375, Indian Penal Code. 

... 

17 

8 

25 


o 

Compelling or including any person by 
fear of bodily injury to Submit to 
unnatural offence as defined in sec- 
tion 377, Indian Penal Code. 



3 

3 


3. 

Dacoity, as defined in section 391, 
Indian Penal Code, 

4 

5 

2 

n i 

1 i 



Total 

4 

22 

13 

39 

i 

1 


Offences under sections 390, 395 and 
402 of the Indian Penal Code. 

... 

3 

4 

7 



Geand total 

4 

i 25 

1 

17 

1 

46 

1 

1 


PART III. 

Showing whipping inflicted under section 5, Act no. IV o/1909, 
on juveniles in lieu of other punishments. 



Number of juveniles 
awarded — 


Offences. 

5 to 10 
: Stripes. 

11 to 15 
stripes. 

Total. 

Remarks, 

1 

2 

3 

4 

! 5 

I. Being a member of an unlawful assembly as 
defined in section 143, Indian Penal Code. 


1 i 

1 


3. False evidenco as- defined in section 193, Indian 
Penal Code. ' , _ " _ 

• ft* 

1 

1 
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PART III, 


Showing lohi-pping infUctel under section 5, Act no. IV of 1900, on 
juveniles in lieu of other punishments. 




Number of juveniles 
awarded — 


Offence?. 

5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 15 
stripes. 

Total. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

3. 

Culpable homicide, as defined in section 304, 
lad an Penal Code. 

2 

1 

3 

4. 

Attempt to commit suicide, as defined in sec- 
tion 800, IndirtU Penal Code. 


1 

1 

5. 

Hurt, as defined in section 323, Indian Penal 

C )de. 

3 


3 

6. 

Hurt, as defioed in section 324, Indian Penal 
Code. 

■ «» 

1 

1 

7. 

Assault or criminal force to woman with intent 
to outrage her modesty, as defined in section 
354, Indian Penal Code. 


1 

1 

8. 

Rape, aa defined in section 375, Indian Penal 
Code, 

2 

2 

4 

9. 

Tbfcft, as defined in section 379, Indian Penal 
Code. 

29 

21 

60 

10. 

Theft, as defined in section 380, Indian Penal 
Code. 

8 

7 

16 

11. 

Theft, as defined in section 381, Indian Penal 
Code. 

5 

4 

9 

12. 

Bobbery, as defined in section 392, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 

1 

2 

13. 

Dishonest misappropriation of property, as 
defined in section 404, Indian Penal Code. 

... 

1 

1 

14. 

Receiving of stolen property, as defined in 
section 411, Indian Penal Code. 

Assisting in concealment of stolen property, 
RS defined in section 411, Indian Penal 
Code. 

1 

2 

3 

15. 

1 


1 

16. 

Mischief, as defined in section 429, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 

... 

1 

17. 

Cheating, as defined in section 420, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 

1 

2 

18. 

Mischief, as defined in section 426, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 

... 

1 

19.- 

Lurking hone© trespass, as defined in section 
443, Indian Penal Code. 


1 

1 

20. 

Criminal trespass, as defined in section 454, 
Indian Penal Code. 

4 

1 

5 

21. 

Lurking house trespass, as defined in section 
456, Indian Penal Code, 

1 

1 ■ 

1 

22. 

Criminal trespass, as defined in section 457, 
Indian Penal Coda. 

4 

16 

19 

23. 

(gambling Act no 3 of 1867 

10 


10 

24.'- 

Excise Act no. 4 of 1910 

3 

1 

4 

25. 

Criminal Law Amendment Act no. 14 of 1908 

4 

4 

8 

26. 

Criminal Tribes Act no. 3 of 1911 ... 

5 

18 

23 

27. 

Forest Act no, 7 of 1873 ... 

1 


1 


Total 

87 

85 

172 


Remarka. 


6 


On Ist conviction ««« tfi •«« 

VQ ni •** tTfc ^ 
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PART IV. 


Shoiving the relative mi'mher of times lohipping uxts aivarded as 
compared with otlwr joVjWisliTiients in cases %7i wJtich whippiny 
might have been awarded. 


• 

Punisliment. 

m 

i 

t 

Number. 

Remarhs. 

1 

2 1 

3 




1. Total number of whipping awaidetl ,,, 

1,230 


2. Total number of other punishments in cases in which whipping 

5,037 


might have been awarded. 

1 

1 

1 

3. Total number of all punishments in cases in which whippiug 

6,273 


niight have been awarded (total of headings 1 aud2)- 



4i, Percentage of whippings on totnl number of all punishments 

19-70 


(perceutage of heading 1 on beading 3). 


i 

i 

1 

1 


4 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement showing the result of Appeals and Revisions in Criminal 


Class of tribunal. 

Number of 

Total num- 
ber of 
appellants 
and appli- 
cants for 

revision 
before the 
courts- 

Died, es- 
caped or 
transfer- 
red to 
another 
province, 

Appeals 
or appli- 
cations 
rejected. 

Sentence 
or order 
con- ^ 
firmed. 

Sentence 

enhanc- 

ed. 

Sentience 
reduced 
or other- 
■wise 
altered. 

1 

2 

3 

.. 4 

5 

6 

7 

Appeals, 

To Chief Magistrates of districts 
To Courts of Session ... 

Higli ( By persons convicted ... 
Court. (By Government from 
judgments of acquittal. 

Total 

Se visions. 

By Chief Magistrates of districts 
By Courts of -Session 

High ( By persons convicted 

Court. ( By Government ... 

Total 

Gean'X) Total 

8,961 

6,822 

2,299 

21 

Ca)6 

(a)6 

(a)2 

698 

1,999 

704 

MU 

2,680 

1,068 

5 

... 

950 

884 

131 

j 18,103 

(a}14 

3,401 

S,1G7 

... 

1,974 

1,252 

1,737 

1,757 

9 

(a}l 

2,557 

2,679 

574 

’eii 

1 

’**39 

8 

'l34 

4,755 

(a)l 

5,810 

612 

47 

134 

22,858 

(a)15 

9,211 

8,779 

47 

2,108 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 


Statement shelving use of Jurors and Assessors 





Number of accused persons in 

Class of courts in which 

Established or 
average number of 
jurors or assessors in 
each case and 
prescribed 
qualifications. 


As to whom the 

jurors or assessors 
are employed. 

Tried. 

Approved 

of 

verdict. 

Did not 
approve of 
Verdict. 

1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

Courts cf f Jurors ... 

Number of jurors 5 ... 

84 

79 

3 

yesaion, ( Assessors 

Ditto assessors 2 
or more. 

... 

... 


High Court, 
Original Criminal 
Jurisdiction, 

f Jurors ... 

Number of jurors 9. 
Qualifications as d^s- 
crihed in sections 3 19 
and 320 of the Code 
of Criminal Froce- 
dure, 1898. 

12 

12 



\ Assessors 

Number of assessors 2 
oi more. 


... 

... 

Total 

... 

M* 

06 

9i 

1 

3 
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No. 6 — (Ceiminal). 

cases in the Agra Province for the year 1922. 


persoDS— 

« 

Sentence 

rtvc-rsed. 

Proceed- 

ings 

qua&liea. 

New 
trial of 
, further 
inquiry 
ordered. 

Referred 

for 

revision 
to the 
High 
Court. 

Pending 

trial. 

Average 
number of 
days 
during 
which each 
appeal or 
revi£ion 
ease lasted. 

Remark 

3 , 

8 

9 

10 

11 • 

12 

13 

14 

2,192 


79 


613 

24 

(a) Died, 


969 


68 


216 

JG 



226 

f *« 

16 


152 

24 



12 

... 


... 

4 

1 

32 



3,399 

... 

1G3 


885 

20 









Complainants aga'n 

st accused. 

270 

40 

2?0 

2oa 

291 

25 

936 ... 

... 2,547 

32 

8 

196 

211 

182 

23 

655 

... 1,928 


288 

24 

• ♦1 

1 1 

20 



... 

... 

... 

... 

1 

14 



SOS 

33G 

440 

420 

: 580 

23 

1,591 ... 

... 4,475 

3.707 

338 

603 

4-:o 

1,545 

21 




No. 13— (Criminal). 

in the criminal courts for the year 1922. 


jury trials. 

Number of accused persons in 
with assessors. 

trials 


Judge — 


As to whom the Judge — 

Pemarhs. 

Made reference 
under section 
807 of the 
Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure. 

Tried. 

Agreed 
-with all 
assessors. 

Differed 
from one or 
more, but 
not from 
all the 
assessors. 

Differed 
from 
all the 
assessors. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

2 

5,351 

a', 314 

■"S66 

l’,171 




• «« 

1 

♦.* 



2 

5,351 

3,311 

866 

1,171 




( ) 


JUDICIAL STATE 

Statement showing the general result of the trial of 






Persons 

whoso cases were disposed of 

— 


1 



By District Magistrates 
and other 1st class 
Magistrates. 

By Courts of 
Session. 

By Hif?h 
Court, 

Total for all 
Courts. 




ri 

By Commit- 


'■6 

■S;0 



1 


Description of oSence. 


o 

2D 

ment. 


OJ 

pn 

5 i'i 




CO 

u 




d 




C3 





d 




o 

CD 



.■a 

a 

“ c 




X 

« 





cc 

■4-3 


rd 

S *- a: 

«D X 




'U 






=3 


£-1 





Ph 



n:3 


z 

5 

*0 



<ri 






•4J 

o 


Xi 

<s 



g; 

cy 

<s 

GJ 



*> 


l§ 

S 

*> 

*5 


*> 

'3 

> 

*3 



o 

cr* 

0 ® 

0 

c 

cri 

u 


fl 

0 

cr* 

0 

a 

0 

CP 

u 



o 

<q 

5-1 

Eh 

Q 

<1 

H 

0 

<d 

0 

<3 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Indian 

Lenal Code. 












CoDfcempts of tlie lawful authority 

4 


... 

«»• 

... 

... 


*•* 

... 

4 

... 

of public servants. 

PaUe evidence and oSences 


1 




• M 





1 

against public jnstice. 












f Offences affecting 

1 

6 

•t. 

1 

• •r 

... 

... 

3 

3 

4 

7 

Offences affec* 

life. 












ting the^ 

human body, ’ 

Hurt 

10 

6 

... 

... 


... 

... 

... 

... 

10 

5 

Criminal force and 

2 

1 


ta* 

... 


... 


... 

2 

1 

chapter XVI 

assault. 












Rape ,,, ... 

... 

.•0 

1 

1 

... 

... 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


/Theft 

Robbery and dacoi- 

..« 

1 

lit 

... 


... 

e.. 

... 

... 

It* 

1 





1 

,,, 


... 

t.t 

1 

... 

1 


ty. _ 

Criminal misap. 

... 


«•» 


2 

... 




2 

• «* 

Offences 
against pfo-/ 

propriatioii of 

property. 

Criminal breach of 

3 



1 




4 


7 


perty, chap- 

trust. 












ter XV 11. 

Receiving of stolen 


1 


«(« 

r** 



1.. 


... 

1 


property. 

Cheating 

4 

3 

2 


1 



1 


6 

3 


Mischief ... 

1 


... 

... 


• •• 


... 

««• 

1 

... 


V,Criminal tresp’sss 

3 


.•* 

... 

... 

f .» 


... 


3 

... 

Offences relating to marriage, 


,,, 

t.i 

... 

1 

... 

... 

... 


1 

... 

Chapter XX. 












Offences under special and 












Local Laivs. 












Opium Act nos. 13 of 1857 and 1 

1 



... 

••• 


t.t 

... 

..e 

1 

... 

of 1878. 













Forest Act no. 7 of 1878 


1 

... 

... 


... 

It* 

... 

**# 

. . . 

1 

Municipalities Act no. 2 of 1916 

61 

G 

... 

.*« 

... 

... 

... 

... 


61 

6 

Police District Act no. 5 of 1861 

3 


■ •* 

1 • » 

... 

... 


... 


3 


The Motor Acts nos. 2 of 1911 

15 

”5 

*»• 

»•« 


... 

... 

*»* 


15 

’"5 

and 8 of 1914, 

Punjab Municipal Committee Act 

1 








%«4 

1 


no. 15 of 1867. 

Hallway Act no. 9 of 1893 

1 

1 








1 

1 

, The Cantonment Act no. 15 of 

««• 

1 


• • . 


... 

•II 


»•« 

f it 

1 

: 1910. 













■ Indian Ordinance of 1910 

1 


... 


»•» 

... 

•>. 


... 

1 

• t. 

Factory Act no. 12 of 1011 

2 


... 


... 

... 


... 

... 

2 



Total 

j 113 

32 

3 

4 

1 ^ 

... 

1 

9 

3 

126 

35 
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MENT No, 14.. 

European British subjects during the year 1922 



Of tbe total number of persons shown in — 



• 





1 

Columns 11 and 12 j 


Columns 2 to 

5. 

C4)lumus 

to 8. 

Columns 

to 10. 

Kamber whose cases nei-c | 

disposed of by — j 

O n: ] 

■4^ i 1—1 

W 

O 

ua 

. ® , 

® - 

o aj 0 — 

^ O 

o • c 
o g o 

O C3 *33 . 

+j c O 

o 

so 

o ir 

0 r0 q-i 

4J 0 O 

£ w 

o 

m 

03 

O 

Magiat 

rates. 

Sessions 

Judge. 

Rtmarhs, 

^ i5 

3 a . 

“ >-.2 a 

2 -S c 

0 

^ a: S--H 
£ ^ .r-= C 

Y-^ 

o 

& . 

3 Z 

^ si 

B « 
s 

£ o w ~ ' 

«i 0 £ 

0 a ^ 

C M ^ 'c 
■SO 

"5 o ^ 

O CO 3 ^ 
rjl 

^ s ^ 

S ° S .- 

z 

Number who claimeO 
tried by a mixed 
bnr of aasossors, S 
450 (2) of the Oo 

c 

7B 

o 

- a 

‘S 

s 

Y 

a r. 9 

- sC lO 

5 

Z 

.£ 

o . 

^ 03 w cc 
>0 0-.— 

" •£ SO c 
^ ==1'^ 

£ ?? a 

c S ^ 

S ^ T-a-M 

d 

z 

s 

o 

rP 

^ B 

O .z. 
cS 

S o 

3 

d - 

o "o 

o ^ 

*“ — 
d 00 

K 

rP 

09 

tX‘0 

d aa 

'£ 

it 

*01 

ip 

d 

d 09 

.d 

0> 0 
d 

J i S 

o 

f 

s -g 

o d 

C ^ 

£ d 

□0 

d 

'® 

CS 

S J, 

^ ZJi 

^ GD j 

C > 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 j 

24 



... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

4 

... 

... 



... 


... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

1 

... 

... 



••• 

... 

... 

... 

»«• 

... 


7 

... 

... 

... 









15 



4t« 


... 

... 


... 

•*i 

... 

... 

3 

... 

... 

... 








• » • 

»M 

... 

... 

fmi 








...' 

1 

... 

... 



... 


... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 


... 

... 


... 

... 

... 

... 

(»* 

2 

... 

... 

... 

2 

1*4 







... 


3 






IM 












... 

... 

... 


... 

... 

1 

... 

... 

... 







1 

... 

7 


1 

... 









1 

««« 

... 

... 




... 





3 


... 

... 



... 

... 

... 

• •• 

... 

... 


... 

1 

... 








... 

1 

..« 

... 










1 



... 


• ti 







67 


... 

««* 




'•* 

•» 




3 


... 

... 





««« 


... 

... 

20 

... 

... 

... 




... 

4»* 


*«4 

... 

1 

... 


... 









2 



• • . 


«•! 


... 

• •4 

» • « 

... 

... 

1 

... 

... 

... 








. • . 

1 

*•• 

... 

... 


■ «« 


... 

... 



... 

2 

... 

... 




... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

3 

tri 

145 

... 

1 ^ 

... 
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A. 


Statemsnt showing the original loork disposed of and the result of trials in the 
Courts of Session and Courts of Magistrates for the year ending olst December, 


1922 . 




Courts of Session. 

Courts of Magistrates. 





CD O 

S 

O o 



m o 


=^-0 0 

District, 


tw 

o 


o 

oa ^ 
o 

o 

to 

o 

5 ^ 

s S ^ 

t: ^ c. 

O 

r 

§ 2 
m ^ 

0 CO 

CD 

CD 

a 




<v 

CQ 

o 

Oh 


O 

•w ? 

o S 

*1 CD > 

i— ' CK C 

O 

o 

Oh 


*» 00 

j3 O 

o 


^ ci ■> 

'i. p d 




bi) 

^ C3 00 
<t> 05 c 
j=i o a, 


Q o a ^ 

_0 to s* ® 

ca 

ti 

aj to 

CD 02 O 

xs c Oh 

.a 

<£> 

CD O O 
^ M 



OD 

o 

00 

a 

S .2 

0 o 
s « 

3 <u "o ^ 

C3 ». W & 

u 

o 

ZD 

•n 

a 

X ZD 

I & ^ 

S o 

1 S.2 % 



o 

Oi 




6 

£ 

;z; 

53 

s> 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Dehra Dan 


8 

3 

32 

17 

53 

2,030 

26 

2,010 

1,654 

57 

Saharanpiir 


67 

8 

132 

79 

67 

4,834 

67 

9,014 

3,100 

34 

Mazaffarnagar 


f57 

2 

105 

74 

72 

3,015 

63 

6,694 

1.885 

21 

Meernfc 


132 

22 

406 

285 

70 

6 457 

121 

14,098 

4,318 

31 

Bulandsliahr 

.M 

143 

9 

619 

318 

51 

4 042 

84 

7,926 

3,049 

38 

Aligarh 


79 

35 

260 

130 

53 

4,201 

133 

8,837 

2 898 

33 

Efcah 

,-1 

86 

7 

195 

119 

61 

2,512 

58 

5,022 

2,033 

40 

Almora 


21 

5 

85 

19 

54 

888 

6 

2 229 

1,192 

53 

Garhwal 


17 


45 

23 

50 

454 

3 

856 

336 

39 

Naini Tal 


33 

6 

74 

53 

72 

1,504 

29 

2,593 

959 

37 

Bijnor 


72 

12 

169 

132 

78 

3,135 

39 

6,602 

1,790 

27 

Bud arm 


80 

5 

187 

129 

69 

8,384 

199 

7,714 

3,251 

42 

Moradabad 


106 

15 

219 

140 

64 

5,189 

82 

9,5i7 

3,850 

40 

Bareilly 


84 

16 

224 

154 

69 

5,322 

67 

9,588 

4,500 

47 

Pilibhit 


33 

4 

93 

67 

73 

2.061 

21 

3.943 

1,432 

86 

Shahjabanpur 


87 

4 

188 

140 

74 

3 038 

67 

6 946 

2 075 

35 

Muttra 

»»t 

49 

3 

121 

' 70 

58 

4,246 

51 

8,162 

3,857 

47 

Agra 


108 

14 

232 

154 

67 

6,285 

95 

9,242 

5.040 

55 

Earrukhabad 


66 

12 

220 

147 

67 

2,500 

61 

4,633 

1,823 

39 

Mainpuri 


47 

8 

127 

84 

66 

1,778 

37 

3,950 

1,322 

33 

Etawah 


35 

10 

71 

54 

76 

2,375 

! 21 

i 4,142 

2,199 

53 

Jalaun 

... 

19 

2 ’ 

37 

26 

j 70 

1,151 

20 

2,323 

749 

32 

Jhansi 

■ a« 

40 

1 

127 

108 

85 

3,683 

92 

6,472 

2,893 

45 

Cawnpore 


90 

5 

202 

131 

65 

9,689 

195 

13,258 

8,825 

66 

Eafeehpur 


69 

9 

159 

75 

47 

1,652 

21 

3,108 

1,277 

41 

Banda 


64 

5 

216 

104 

48 

1,896 

40 

1 4,030 

1,470 

36 

Hamirpur 

... 

48 

2 

157 

83 

56 

1,235 

35 

2,541 

927 

40 

Allahabad 


47 

6 

321 

76 

62 

11,836 

91 

18,662 

10,721 

57 

Gorakhpur 

... 

94 

22 

261 

176 

67 ! 

8,937 

302 

20,630 

5,714 

28 

Basti 


68 

7 

231 

113 

49 1 

3,195 

68 

8,620 

1,505 

18 

Jaunpur 


21 

3 

58 

25 1 

43 

2,285 

58 

5,266 

1,074 

21 

Azamgarh 


32 

4 

142 

74 1 

62 ' 

2,468 

29 ^ 

5,497 

1,166 

21 

Mirzapnr 


64 

4 

98 

66 1 

67 ^ 

1,543 

34 

8,563 

1,069 

'80 

Bpnares 

. , 

67 


143 

85 ] 

59 

7,792 

42 

12,422 

8,278 

67 

Ghazipur 


22 

**’ 1 

43 ! 

27 

63 

1,763 

27 

3,419 

1,133 

33 

BalJia 

... 

11 

1 

12 

7 

58 

2,099 

39 

4,299 

1,423 

33 

Total 


2,156 

242 

5,760 

3,569 

62}'o 

130,564 

2,422 

217,758 

100,276 

40io 

High Court 

at 

9 


12 

9 

75fa 






Allahabad. 












Geaitd Total 

... 

2,165 

242 

5,772 

3 578 

62”/. 

130,564 

2,422 

2,47,758 

100,276 

40/. 



( 31 ) 


showing the number of a-ppeals and appliecttions for revision and the 
number of persons lohosQ cases came before the Courts of Sessions Judges and of 
District Magistrates on appeal or for revision with the result as affecting the 
order of the lower courts during the year 1922. 


Courts of Session. 


Courts of Magis- 
tratCF, 


District. 


1 


Debra Dun 

Saba rau pur 

Muzaffarnagar 

Meerut ... 

Bulaudsbaiir 

Aligarb 

Etab 

Almora 

Garbwal 

Ka'mi Tal 

Dijnor 

Budaun 

Moradabad ... 

Bareilly 

Piiibbit 

Sbahjahanpur 

Muttra 

Agra .i» 

Farrukbabad 

Mainpuri *„ 

Etawah ... 

Jalaun 

Jbausi ... 

Cawupore ... 

Fate b pur ... 

Banda 

Hauiirpur ... 

Allahabad 

Gorakhpur ... 

Basti 

Jaunpur 

Azamgarh ... 

Mirzapur 

Benares 

Gbazipur ... 

Bailia 


Total 


Number of appeals and 
applications disposeft 
of. 

Pending. 

o 

& 

CO 

a 

o 

CO 

5 

Cu 

• 

'' n> 

si 
a Cl. 

p cS 

Katio per cent, ot persons 
appealing to persons in 
respect ot whom appeal- 
able orders were passed. 

2 i 2 
^ S 1 
Jo* 

CD r§ 

Cc, O O 

^ “ s| 

J-I <0 * 
i) OQ CD 

p; O O -S 
a p; fl 3 
2^00 

z 

Ratio per cant, of con- 
firmed to decided. 

•n r2 } 

“i. 

® ^ 1 

r ' 

p tn 

ti- o 
o 

^ n 

o • — 

3 

p as O 

Pending. 

Remarks 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

74 

6 

65 

41 

51 

84 

30 

8 


260 

20 

220 

51 

164 

68 

ISl 

7 


142 

5 

129 

41 

97 

68 

209 

12 


285 

6 

2G6 

62 

182 

66 

285 

59 


197 

5 

279 

33 

160 

57 

255 1 

63 


178 

4 

155 

34 

138 

88 

166 

21 


132 

1 

157 

21 

129 

82 

118 

5 


46 

2 

49 

39 

42 

88 

20 

2 


24 


41 

45 

30 

93 

10 

2 


69 

3 

68 

33 

59 

86 

58 

4 


108 

6 

143 

71 

78 

53 

103 

3 


333 

2 

361 

45 

283 

76 

309 

3 


408 

7 

481 

89 

408 

85 

S17 

7 


246 

5 

281 

47 

184 

Go 

177 

11 


65 

1 

77 

43 

47 

61 

7I 

12 


2(i9 

7 

254 

74 

183 

77 

154 

14 


195 

3 

245 

47 

185 

76 

218 

18 


267 

5 

191 

22 

149 

73 

270 

17 


172 


200 

42 

165 

82 

97 

2 


117 

3 

107 

2S 

66 

61 

168 

2 


145 

9 

162 

38 

119 

6S 

145 

1 


61 

3 

61 

68 

49 

S3 

41 

... 


119 

1 

101 

43 

71 

67 

73 

... 


217 

14 

218 

19 

150 

73 

75 

4 


134 

14 

188 

90 

76 

43 

83 

... 


84 

3 

155 

47 

116 

67 

51 

1 


47 

1 

58 

30 

28 

47 

60 

1 


174 

5 

288 

37 

177 

63 

137 

32 


556 

45 

370 

55 

270 

45 

391 

15 


97 

8 

150 

40 

103 

66 

165 

11 


50 

2 

92 

39 

56 

67 

134 

26 


100 

2 

140 

54 

70 

47 

80 

10 


121 

9 

108 

33 

61 

55 

90 

1 


443 

7 

480 

67 

366 

74 

23/ 

10 


131 


136 

68 

97 

69 

132 

1 


87 

’ ’ 7 

69 

33 

50 

63 

119 

3 


6,083 

221 

6,545 

43 /o 

4,679 

68fo 

5,138 

j 

393 




Q, Statement showing pariioulars regarding witnesses in the Courts of Session and 

Magistrates for the year ending Slsi December, 1922, 



Courts of Session. 

Courts of Magistrates. 

Distr ict. 

Number 

of 

persons 

who 

itteii ded 
as wit- 
nesses. 

Number 
of w it- 
nesses ^ 
eXfi ml li- 
ed. 

Number 
of wit- 
nesses ^ 
'ischrirg- 
d after 
the 

second 

day. 

Lsfumber 

0 whom 
ayraents 
wore 
made. 

4mouat 

paid. 

Number 
of per- 
ons who 
itfcended 
as wit- 
nesses- 

Numbe-r 
of wit- 
nesses 
examin. 
ed. 

Number 
of wit- 
nesses 
lisebarg- , 
ed after ■ 
the 

second 

day. 

e 

N umber 
,0 whom 
Dayments 
were 
made. 

Amount 

paid. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

30 

11 

Delira Dun 
Sabaracpur 
Muzaffarcagar ... 
Meerut 

Bulandsbabr 

Aligarh 

Etab 

Almora 

Garhwal 

Naini Tal 

Bijnor 

Budaun 

Moradabad 

Dare illy 

J’ilibhit 

Sbabjahanpur ... 

Muttra 

Agra 

Earrubhabad ... 

M?iiapuri 

Etawah 

.Talaun ..r 

Jbansi 

CawnporQ ... 

Fatehpur ... 

Banda ... 

Hamirpur 
Allahabad 
Gorakhpur 

Basil 

Jaunpur 

Azam garb 
Mirzapnr 
l^eiiar es 

Ghazipur 

Ballia 

151 

1 091 
639 
2,166 
3,8S6 
849 
1,173 
223 
16 ! 
432 
1,068 
745 
i,161 
3,432 
570 
1,352 
724 
1,146 
1,181 
826 
424 
830 
523 
i 913 

1 782 

957 
919 
759 
1,781 
1,158 
171 
645 
60S 
625 
197 
126 

112 

805 

518 

1,893 

1,348 

706 

974 

218 

161 

418 
799 
602 
892 

1,088 
433 
889 
532 
850 
928 
74.5 
370 1 
254 1 

419 
776 
071 
779 
775 

1 565 

1,245 
681 
131 
476 
538 
450 
173 
117 

53 

272 

95 

803 

191 

69 

222 

64 

79 

51 

198 

’*419 

79 
84 
74 

121 

118 

39 

31 

80 
74 

218 
197 
210 
193 1 
237 
827 
669 

7 

242 

39 

22 

24 

3 

89 

745 

573 

1,377 

1,485 

616 

951 

190 

152 

355 

803 

626 

1,030 

1,142 

472 

1,132 

542 

870 

997 

561 

309 

199 

374 

415 

623 

794 

1 754 

510 
1,470 
3,005 
88 
509 
445 
92 

3 38 
78 

Ra. 

754 

2,544 

2,725 

3,482 

3,498 

3,385 

2,807 

1,579 

2,473 

3 976 
2,333 
3,415 
2,827 
2,601 
2,087 
2,865 
1,746 
2,723 
3,685 
919 
536 
792 

1 ,058 
3,113 
1,336 
2,657 
3,035 
2,802 
3,362 
2,888 
102 
3,047 
1,551 
634 
383 
58 

3,!G2 

9,145 

7.132 

16,305 

11,048 

12,848 

5,658 

1,588 

1,625 

2,723 

6 395 
8,743 
9,726 
9,011 
2,370 
7,546 
5,757 
10,720 
9,077 
5,144 
6,775 
2,372 
10,897 
10,769 
6,649 
4,549 
4,449 
17,323 

3 8,720 

6 762 
4,950 

6 176 
5,442 
30,105 

G 445 
5,375 

2,456 

6,886 

6,096 

13,383 

8.646 
11,332 

4,733 

1,438 

1562 

2,188 

.5,215 

7,292 

8.647 
7,223 
3,983 
6,211 
4,692 
8,937 
8,085 

4 268 
5,757 
1,7 73 
7,402 

10,160 

6,832 

3,442 

3,671 

13,036 

16,994 

5,599 

4,468 

5,751 

4,968 

7,712 

5,:'.72 

4,682 

12S 

3.39 

244 

612 

571 

997 

237 

174 

159 

157 

187 

281 

294 

675 

356 

424 

187 

480 

673 

262 

233 

259 

210 

283 

524 

222 

431 

546 

529 

600 

193 

194 
562 
471 
108 
483 

448 

3,127 

2,SC8 

4,760 

4,638 

2,508 

2,324 

814 

594 

3.283 

2,193 

6,036 

3,626 

2,746 

1,550 

2,611 

2,0.55 

2,955 

3,253 

2,001 

1.70G 

1,068 

2.285 
2,350 

2.285 
2,643 
1,380 
2,726 
4,534 
3,222 
1.527 
2,11.7 
1,446 

2 006 
2.279 

804 

Rs. 

2,400 

.5,707 

7,362 

10,152 

9,988 

5,631 

5.375 

1.564 

1,302 

4,051 

6.477 
16,345 

6,827 

4,546 

2,257 

4.477 
5,054 

30,783 

6,140 

3,905 

3.798 
1,742 
5,177 
6.386 
2,746 

4.798 
3,120 
6,801 
6,615 
6,899 
3,169 
2,611 
3.830 
4.301 
2,763 
2,877 

Total . ... 

29,895 

23,401 

6,109 

22,511 

69,178 

273,981 

228,102 

13,090 

86,708 

1,87,077 

High Court at 
Allahabad. 

; ■ 7S 

78 

... 

73 

1,673 

... 

... 




Geavd Total 

29,973 

: 23,479 

1 6,10£ 
1 

1 22,58^ 

t 1 70,851 

273,931 

228.102 

I 13,090 

86,708 

1 1.87,077 
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D^^Sidtentent sJioiving the total amount of pyxes imposed and realised and amount 
'paid hy way of compensation in the exercise of original jurisdiction by the 
criminal courts in 1922. 


. [ 

Courts cf Session. I Courts of Magistrates. 



DistriGo. 

* 


Total 
amount 
oi fines 
imposed. 

1 

* 2 





Rs 

Debra Dun 

... 

... 


175 

Sabaranpur 


... 

... 

450 

Muzaffiiruagar 




21,690 

Meerut 



... 

4,425 

Bulandshabr 



... 

0,590 

Aligarh. 

... 



l.SOO 

Etah 


... 


3,050 

Almora 



... 

lOO 

Qarbwal 


... 



Naiai Tal 

... 



... 

Bijnor 

... 



515 

Budauu 


«s. 


760 

Moradabad 

% ' « 

... 


50 

Bareilly 




1,495 

Pihbbit 


... 


1.000 

Shahjihanpur 



... 

920 

Muttra 



... 

4,950 

Agra 




10,075 

Farrubhabad 




4,070 

Mainpuri 

... 

... 


300 

Etawah 




4,200 

Jalaun 


li* 

... 


Jbansi 

... 

... 

D 

***272 

Cawnpore 


J.» 


2,680 

Fateh pur 




710 

Banda 


. 1 • 


2,-C50 

Hamirpur 

... 

... 


1,073 

Allahabad 

... 


... 

^ 25,250 

' ‘Goratbpur 




1,749 

Basti 

... 



193 

Jauupur 



... 

90 

Azamgarh 

... 


... 

2,350 

Mirzapur 

*«» 



700 

Benares 

»*• 

... 

... 

1,000 

GbazipuF 


• . . 


25 

Eallia 




25 


Total 

... 

... 

1,05,284 

High Court at Allahabad 

... 


12,000 


GBAND Ti)TAL 

• l» 

1,17,284 


Amount 

realized. 

Amount i 
paid by j 
v?ay of 
compen- 
sation. 

Total ' 
amount 
of fines 
imposed. 

Amount 

realized. 

Amount 
paid by 
way of 
Cf'iiupen- 

sation. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs 

Ks. 

175 

... 

14,501 

11,807 

497 

250 

100 

23,293 

21,121 

979 

13,330 


15,562 

13,746 

1,916 

2 457 


60,290 

43,535 

4,751 

4,783 

i,900 

30,455 

22,649 

2,191 

450 

19,365 

17.< 03 

1.08! 

1,243 

... 

17,959 
12 636 
6,365 
9,881 
9,834 

17,038 

11,336 

5,551 

8,776 

735 

2.7Si 

357 

793 

70 

... 

9,564 

431 

560 


13,802 

13,763 

750 

98 


28,162 

21.685 

3,080 

528 

30 

22,187 

18,528 

3,612 


• 4 « 

11,805 

9,845 

1,089 

70 


12,422 

9,813 

1,538 

1,559 

... 

25,187 

22,035 

2,484 

642 

8,625 

39,496 

26,699 

2,589 

2,871 

613 

16,100 

10,812 

1,701 

2,000 

... 

10 909 

9 735 

1,100 

**» 

19,933 

17.795 

1,597 



5,478 

5,031 

196 

"*715 

100 

17,054 

11,392 

984 

615 


55,120 

45.641 

1,633 

430 

1 

12,925 

1J,134 

837 

722 


12.361 

10,382 

1,181 

312 

100 

7,429 

6,320 

1,964 

703 

j 

64,565 

57,591 

5,169 

930 

i *’*924 

34,053 

34,761 

2,634 

56 

250 

14,126 

11.040 

1 753 

40 


6,205 

4,812 

499 

2,200 


7,452 

7,842 

535 

290 

90 

9,264 

9,516 

1,032 

1,042 

... 

44,431 

85,741 

4 796 

26 

»*• 

9,526 

8,677 

384 


27,258 

9,746 

342 

39,265 

12,732 

7,37,391 

6,12,761 

E7,08l 

- 



... 

... 

39,265 

12,732 

7,37,391 

6,12,761 

57-081 


5 
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Statement showing the result of apneals and applications for revision in the 
High Co'urt for the year ending 81si December, 1922. 


Seasicns division. 

Appeals. 

Applications for revision. 

Remarks. 

A 

a 

o 

m 

o 

t 

*o . 

cs. 

£ ® 

s s 

CC V, 

1 « 

.2 s 

& m 

00 

a ? 

1 1 
(D T3 

^ O 

" S 

s § 

s £ "3 

3 ^ <D 

K 

CD 

1 s 

90 

fifl 

s ^ 

o u 

t-i 

0 fc. 

o. o 

tt-i o 

^ © 
o 

u a 

CD ® 

1 

to 

c 

s 

CD 

CQ 

a 

o 

CD 

P. 

O 

S 

p- 

£ 

as 

a 

a 

.2 

'a 

p. 

ca 

*o 

o 

JD 

3 

p 

^ s 

CD 

S £ g 

ex cn CD 

c3 £3 

no 

® 0 

0 P-3 

<0 ;z; u 
pO ex 0 

a 

s as 0 

® i 

CO 0 

J a 

& to 

a 

CO & 

2 t- 

c3 0) 

a 

'pu 0 

§-s 

CM 0) 

0 a 

1 

1 X ^ 

Zi 

^s 

p 

0 

QQ 

□ 

0 

00 

© 

P. 

cx. 

0 

a 

fi 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Agra 

Aligarh.,, 

Allahabad 

Azamgarh 

Budaua,*. 

Bareilly 

Benares 

Bulandshabr 

Cawnpore 

Farrukhabad 

Ohazipur 

Gorakhpur 

Jhansi 

Knmaun 

Meerat ... 

Moradabad 

Mainpuri 

Saharanpur 

Shahjahanpur 

Lncknow .«« 

Akola 

Total 

140 
2U 
73 
43 
76 
75 
83 1 
106 
254 
88 
22 

215 
101 
129 

216 
204 
117 

S3 

SO 

1 

1 

90 

175 

57 

28 

60 

59 

54 

75 

197 

61 

14 

142 

90 

94 

191 

177 

97 

66 

51 

1 

22 

24 
13 
13 
15 

6 

20 

30 

49 

25 

8 

37 

6 

21 
21 
27 
13 
13 
23 
... ^ 

28 

15 

3 

2 

1 

10 

9 

X 

8 

2 

36 

6 

14 

4 

‘”8 

3 

6 

145 

52 

173 

56 

52 

39 

158 

j 68 

1 171 

50 

131 

210 

23 

46 

147 

116 

79 

48 

20 

64 
29 

153 

44 

43 

26 

106 

28 

92 

38 

65 
164 

18 

33 

100 

82 

65 

21 

15 

78 

23 

20 

11 

1^ 

20 

25 

76 

12 

39 

46 

4 
10 
45 
31 
14 
17 

5 

3 

*"l 

2 

3 

33 

5 

3 

'17 

' 1 

5 

2 

3 

*10 

«*« 

• B* 


2,320 

3,779 

385 

156 

1,766 

1,186 

493 

87 


F . — Statement showing the criminal business com%ng before the High Court in 1922. 


Description of case- 

Remain- 
ing from 
1921. 

Filed in 
1922. 

Disposed 
of in 
1922. 

i 

Remain, 
ing at 
close of 
1922. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Original business 

2 

7 

9 

... 


Total 

2 I 

7 

9 

... 


Ajp^eaU. 






By persons convicted by Sessions Judges .. ^ ... 

35 

887 

875 

47 


By Local Government from judgments of acquittal 

4 

15 

16 

4 


Total 

39 

902 

890 

51 
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F . — Statement showing the criminal business coming before the High Court in 

192 2 — (concluded. ) 


Description ojf case. 

• 

i 

Remain- 
ing from 
1921. 

Filed in 
1922. 

Disposed 
of in i 
1922. j 

i 

Remain- ; 
ing at ’ 
close of 

1922, i 

1 

1. 

Remarks. 

1 • 

2 

3 


5 I 

6 

JR^eferenees. 

Cases in whlcli tbe judge disagreed with thQ» verdict, 


2 

i 1 

2 j 



section 307, Code of Criminal Procedure. 






Capital references under section 374, Code of Criminal 

4 

116 

112 1 

8 


Procedure. 






Cases under section 341, Code of Criminal Procedure 

... 

6 

6 

... 


Total 

4 

124 

120 

8 


netiiion*. 

Cases referred under section 438, Code of Criminal 



i 

i 


Procedure, decided by — 



38 



(1) Magistrates ... ... 


38 

.«« 


(2) Sessions Judges 

11 

133 

139 

5 


Cases under section 439, Code of Criminal Procedure 
decided by— • 



1 

123 



(1) Magistrates ... ... 

9 

123 

9 


(2) Sessions Judges 

38 

379 

398 

19 


Total 

58 

673 

698 

33 


Other Miscellaneous cases ... ... 

4 

204 

206 

3 

1 

Total 

4 

204 

205 

S 


Grand Total 

.? — — " — 

107 

1,910 

1,922 

95 
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Note on the administration of criminal justice during 
the calendar year 1923. 


The total number of sessions divisions remained the same*, 19, as in 
the previous year. The creation of a separate judgeship for Basti is still 
delayed for lack of accommodation. The proposal to make Muzaifarnagar 
a separate division has been indefinitely postponed. 

The court of the Additional Sessions and Subordinate Judge at Cawn- 
pore for Fatehpur is still a temporary court, the period of its appointment 
having been extended for another year. 

In addition to the permanent coiirts of Additional Sessions Judges, 
temporary Additional Sessions Judges worked at the following places 
during the year for the periods indicated against each : — 

Etah, January 23rd to May 20th. 

Allahabad, August 2Qd to October 13th. 

Bareilly, January 1st to April 15th and again from August 2nd to 
the end of the year. 

Cawnpore, one for the whole year and one from November 12th to 
the end of the year. 

Gorakhpur, for the whole year. 

Meerut, January Ist do May 14th. 

Saharanpur, one from December lOdh to 31st, one from December 
18th to 31st, and one from February Srd to the end of the year, 

2. There was a further rise in the total number of cases reported under 
the Indian Penal Code, including those pending from the previous year, 
from 103,417 to 107,932, and the number of cases reported as true 
increased from 72,141 to 76,440. The number of cases brought to trial 
increased from 64,063 to 66,717 and the number of persons who came under 
trial, from 162,964 to 171,719. 

The figures have again risen and are now higher than they were in 
1920. But the number of cases disposed of by the sessions courts during 
the year shows that on the whole it is nod the more serious forms of crime 
that have increased. As noted in the report of 1922, the effect on criminal 
litigation of such bodies as the National Panchayats,’’ established during 
the non-co-operation movement, had rapidly declined, and it may be 
presumed that in 1923 their activities were negligible. The rise in the 
number of oSences of hurt and of criminal force and assault accounts most 
largely for the increase in the total number of offences reported. And 
it is more than probable (as suggested by several District Magistrates) 
that the easy accessibility and numbers of the courts provided by benches 
and honorary magistrates are responsible for the increase in the 
number of petty offences of this nature being brought to trial. For there 
seems to be a growing inclination on the part of the public to settle their 
small feuds in the courts. The considerable increase in crime therefore 
indicated by the above figures is probably more apparent than real, 

There was a conspicuous decrease in the number of ofiences against 
the State (Chapter VI of the Penal Code) in 1923, due presumably 
to the decline in the activities of political agitators and to the more settled 
condition of the province. The figure is the lowest since 1920. On the 
other hand olfifences against the public tranquillity were slightly more 
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numerous. There were serious communal riots during the latter, part of 
the year at Saharanpur and Agra. Contempts of the lawful authority 
of public servants (Chapter X), as was to be expected for reasons already 
given, decreased a little, but the number is still very high compared to 
that of 1920 before the police were subjected to the campaign of con- 
tumely that accompanied the non-co-operation movement. There is a most 
significant rise in offences of this kind in the Agra and Mutf^ra districts. 
The number of offences against public justice (Chapter XI) is consider- 
ably greater than in 1922, but the number of persons convicted did not 
increase in the same proportion. Offences against the public health, 
safety, etc., have risen again, the increase being probably largely due to a 
more careful surveillance on the part of the police of traffic on the public 
highways. Cases of hurt brought to trial rose by almost 2,000 
and more than 500 more persons weie convicted. There was a slight rise 
in the number of cases of kidnapping, etc,, brought to trial, but the num- 
ber of persons convicted shows little variation. In theft cases it is a 
regrettable fact that although the number of persons under trial rose 
by more than 250, the number of persons convicted fell by more than 
400. There was an increase of only three in cases of robbery and 
dacoity reported during the year, but there were 125 more cases 
brought to trial and 88 more persons convicted, while 808 were 
still under trial at the end of the year as compared with 540 at the end 
of 1922. The district of Gorakhpur shows a very heavy increase in this 
form of crime, and in Shahjahanpur and Moradabad cases committed to 
the courts of session under these sections were double as many as in 1922. 
The District Magistrate of Gorakhpur attributes the rise in dacoity in his 
district chiefly to the efforts of one notorious dacoit, Komal, who fortunately 
has been captured. The District Magistrate of Shahjahanpur attibutes it 
to the loss of prestige by the police during the last few years, owing to the 
non-co-operation movement, and to the very restricted touring now 
allowed to sub-divisional officers. In Moradabad the Collector is of opinion 
that several offences were reported as dacoity, that were not technically so, 
in order to obtain immediate attention from the police. The large decrease 
in offences of this kind in Basti district appears to be due to the fact that 
an important gang of dacoits was broken up there in 1922. Bijnot too 
shows a large decrease, but a number of cases came up lor trial there after 
the close of the year. The figures are still much too high, and as suggest- 
ed by one Sessions Judge, a sustained campaign of heavy sentences seems 
to be the only remedy. There were fewer cases brought to trial of offences 
affecting life, but the number of persons convicted rose by nearly 200, 

The increase in offences against the person is general throughout the 
districts in the province, only six districts showing any fall in numbers. 
The largest increases are shown by Azamgarh, Meerut, and Etah, namely 
508, 448, and S7l respectively. Muzaffarnagar exhibits by far the largest 
decrease, of 244. 

The large decrease in offences of this nature in Muzaffarnagar is attri- 
buted in part by the District Magistrate to the elimination of a large volume 
of vexatious litigation through the simple expedient of taking away from 
honorary magistrates the power to receive complaints. 

There was an appreciable decrease in the number of offences reported 
against property throughout the province. Basti shows the greatest 
increase of 207 and Bareilly the largest decrease of 223. The District 
Magistrate of the latter place considers that the decrease is due largely to 
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the establishment of village panchayats, who hear many petty cases, which 
do not 6gure in these statistics. In the former district the increase is 
attributed mainly to agrarian disputes. 

There was yet a further rise in the figures for offences reported under 
Special and Local Laws from 81,150 to 82,526. The number of cases 
reported as true was 74,693, the number of persons brought to trial 
100,845, and the number convicted 73,732. It is thus satisfactory to note 
that the administration and supervision of local authorities has more than 
maintained the very high standard of last year. Mainpuri, Aligarh, 
Allahabad j and Jaunpur in particular show an increase over their figures in 
1922. 

Under the Canals, Drainagq^ and Embankments Acts there was a rise 
of almost 300 in prosecutions and 430 more persons were convicted 
of offences than in 1922. The figures for prosecutions and persons convict- 
ed under the Cantonment Military Act exhibit an even greater increase 
of 536 and 754 respectively. It is perhaps significant in view of the contin- 
ued prevalence of dacoity that cases brought to trial under the Criminal 
Tribes Act fell by practically 200. The increase in the number of persons 
prosecuted under the Gambling Act was negligible. The activities of local 
authorities under the Hackney and Stage Carriages and the Municipalities 
Acts were greater than even in the previous year, when the figures were 
considered to be highly satisfactory. The number of persons convicted 
of offences under the former Act rose by over 800 and under the latter 
by more than 600. Prosecutions under the Police Act were not 
only very much more numerous thaa in 1922 but also met with much 
greater success, the number of persons convicted of oSences rising by 
more than 1,300. Greater success also attended more numerous prosecu- 
tions of persons for cruelty to animals, and for offences under the Railways 
Act. The figures of the previous year had been exceptionally high and 
this progressive improvement is most satisfactory. 

The numbers of prosecutions and of persons convicted under the Work- 
men's Breach of Contract fell by a little over 200 each. The figures in the 
year under report are very much lower than those of any of the preceding 
three years. The figures of prosecutions and convictions under the Town 
Areas Act show an astonishing decline, prosecutions having fallen by 376 
and the number of persons convicted by 528. The progressive decline in 
prosecutions under the Sanitation Act has continued. It is to be hoped 
that it is a genuine indication of improved conditions. Cases brought to 
trial under the Forests Act fell from 399 to 295 and the number of persons 
convicted from 1,046 to 733. 

3. The number of persons convicted per cent, of those under trial in ;pable A. 
magistrates’ courts remained the same as in the previous year, i.e, 40 per cent. 

In courts of session it rose from 62 to 68. Of magistrates’ courts Cawnpore 
stands at the head of the list with 68, and next come Benares with 65 and 
Allahabad and Dehra Dun with 60. The percentage at Etawah fell rather 
noticeably from 58 to 42. As in the previous year, Basti shows the lowest 
figure, of 17, while Azamgarh, Jaunpur, and Bijnor are very little better 
with 20, 21, and 22 respectively. These are astonishingly low percentages. 

In sessions cases the highest percentages were those of Pilibhit 93, -^lo^ora 
91, and Garhwal 89, the lowest those of Azamgarh 44 and Jaunpim 38. 

The improvement was particularly marked in the first three districts 
mentioned-aud in those of Agra, Muttra, Fatehpur, and Banda. 
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Judicial 
statement 3. 


The percentage of cases dismissed under section 203 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code has fallen from 21 to 20. The highest percentage is again 
shown by Jaunpur, 40. Next come Basti and Muzaffarnagar with 35, 
Budaun with 33, and Bulandshahr and Ghazipur with 82. Cawnpore has 
maintained its place at the bottom of the list with the extraordinarily low 
percentage of 3. Pilibhit and Azamgarh are not much better with 7, 
Almora and Ballia with 9. ^ 

It is quite clear that a much greater use of this section might still be made 
with immense advantage both to the public aud the courts, Particularly 
before honorary magistrates petty complaints are made the subject of 
long and tedious litigation which frequently ends in discharge or acquittal, 
where the cause of action should never have been dignihed with the term 
criminal offence.'^ Often, however, Tionorary magistrates are not 
allowed to receive complaints and in such cases the blame attaches to the 
Sub-divisional Magistrate for sending such complaints to them for trial. 
Once again the Court must insist that District Magistrates draw the 
attention of their subordinates to the general failure to make use of this 
section. 

There has been a distinct improvement in the figures of 1923 showing 
action taken under section 250 of the Criminal Procedure Code, the num- 
ber of persons fined under this section having risen from 326 to 375. The 
amount of fines imposed rose from Rs. 8,792 to Rs. 9,178. Gorakhpur 
comes first of the districts with 30 such orders and Meerut and Allahabad 
next with 21 each. In Debra Dun and Jalaun on the other hand there 
were actually none, while in Garhwal, Hamirpur, Jaunpur, and Ballia 
there were 1, 3, 4, and 5 respectively. In Saharan pur the number of 
persons so fined fell from 21 to 7, but in Benares and Ghazipur the 
numbers rose from 4 and 5 respectively to 18. 

The use of the section is curiously unequal. Even in the districts which 
show the largest number of cases there are some magistrates who have 
acquitted and discharged a large number of accused without making use of 
the section at all. It may be noted further that the larger the number of 
cases which are dismissed under section 203 the less need there will be for 
the use of section 250 and vice versa. 

In view of the fact that over 75,000 persons were discharged or 
acquitted during the year in cases of hurt, assault and intimidation, it is 
a fair presumption that a large number of these cases were false and 
frivolous or vexatious. ’ The reasons, to quote the Magistrate of Mutti^a, 
are usually the same. First, cases in which the section is most liable to 
use are commonly tried by third class magistrates, very many of whom 
are more concerned with the disposal of work than the dispensing of 
justice. Secondly, they grudge the time and trouble which has to be spent 
on the subsidiary proceedings. I believe, if the procedure were altered, 
far more use of it would be made, I see little use in calling on a man to 
show cause, when the facts have already been threshed out and digested. 
The magistrate, when he writes his judgement, has made up his mind, 
and if he could incorporate in his judgement, without a further proceeding, 
a sentence under section 250, he would often do so.'' The Court agrees 
with this opinion. Bub this does not absolve magistrates from their 
responsibility. It is not open to question that the extra labour involved 
in the use of the section is nob only essential to the proper dispensing of 
justice but that it would, if . consistently performed, and if suitable fines 
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were imposed, very soon reduce the number of false and frivolous cases 
which are now brought to trial, and so appreciably lessen the work of the 
courts. 


4. The number of cases committed to the courts of session, including 
references under chapter YII of the Criminal Procedure Code, has de- 
creased kom 2,425 to 2,273 and the number of persons convicted by these 
courts from 6,734 to 6,187, showing, as already noted in paragraph 2 above, 
that it is not the more serious forms of crime that have increased. The 
rise was most marked in Gorakhpur and Farrukhabad where 49 and 36 
more cases were committed to sessions respectively than in 2922. In 
Bulandshahr, on the other hand, there was a most satisfactory decline from 
the high, figures of the previous ysar. There the number of commitments 
fell from 152 to 90, while the number of persons committed for trial was 
only 193 as against 631 in 1922, largely on account of the successful 
reduction in the number of cases of dacoity. 

The number of offences under chapter XI of the Penal Code tried by 
sessions courts rose from 25 to 47, and coining cases numbered the same 
as in 1922, i.e., nine. Cases of offences against life (sections 302 to 311, 
I.P.O.) dropped from 656 to 604. The number of cases in Shahjahanpur, 
though lower than in 1922, is still the highest in the province. On the 
other hand the number of persons tried in Gorakhpur is more than double 
that in any other judgeship. There was a decrease of 52 in cases of hurt 
and of six in cases of kidnapping. Rape cases numbered 128 as compared 
with 102 in the previous year. Robbery and dacoity cases again show 
a rise, from 512 to 543, though only 31 more persons were involved. 
Figures for cheating and mischief increased slightly. Cases of receiving 
stolen property and of criminal trespass have fallen by 29 and 31 res- 
pectively. 

5, The total number of persons bound over to keep the peace rose 
from 3,022 to 3,856. For over a quarter of these ^ the district of 
Budaun is alone responsible, where the phenomenal rise is recorded from 
645 to 1,063. No other district approaches this figure, the noxb being Basti 
with 276. Bareilly almost doubled and Farrukhabad almost trebled their 
figures for 1922, It appears that at Budaun a troubled^ Mohurram was 
the cause of the increase. At Bareilly too communal tension necessitated 
an extended use of the section. In Basti agrarian unrest was responsible 
In Allahabad, on the other hand, the number of persons bound over fell 
from 170 to 24, actually 91 per cent, of persons involved being discharged. 


This percentage is of course exceptionally high, but it is clear that 
when more than two>thirds of the persons involved throughout the 
province are discharged in the year, there must have been consideraile 
abuse of the section. Speaking of the figures of his own district, the 
Magistrate of Farrukhabad remarks that this does not mean that two- 
thirds of the proceedings were wrongly instituted, as ofien amicable settie- 
ments were induced." It is to be hoped that this can be said of many 
other districts too, but the Court is inclined to believe with the Magistrate of 
Aligarh that the launching of proceedings under this section is still ^the 
favourite pastime of litigious persons attempting to harass their enemies. 

It seems obvious,” to quote another Magistrate, that a large proportion 
of cases was unjustified, and that a great deal of time was wasted, both oi 
the courts and the public. I think magistrates and the police too often 
step in to interfere with ordinary quarrels for a variety of reasons and 


Courts of 
session- 


Preventive 

sections. 
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inducements.*' District Magistrates would do well to impress on their 
subordinates that io was not the design of the Legislature that this section 
should be used by individuals for their own ends, but by administrative 
officers for the preservation of law and order in the districts in their 
charge. A brief preliminary investigation will often disclose the real 
motive of many complaints and avert a lot of useless litigation. It is to 
be regretted that section 250 of the Code of Criminal Procedure has not 
been made applicable to proceedings of this nature. 

The total number of persons bound over bo be of good behaviour was 
4,497 as compared with 5,087 in the previous year. The decrease was not 
by any means evenly distributed throughout the province. In Budaun 
the figures rose from 386 to 504 and in Borakhpur from 326 to 454, in 
both of which districts there had been an increase of dacoity and robbery. 
The Magistrate of Budaun is of opinion that the use of these sections 
practically stamped out burglary in his district. In Aligarh, on the other 
hand, the figures fell from 336 to 109, in Bulandshahr from 225 to 116, 
in Shahjahanpur from 274 to 186, and in Allahabad from 268 to 190. 
The Magistrate of Bulandshahr accounts for the decrease in the numbers in 
his district by the decrease in the more serious forms of crime. Only 
in one district does the Magistrate complain of an inadequate use of the 
sections and that is in Agra. “ This, he remarks, together with inade- 
quate action under the Criminal Tribes Act, is probably responsible for 
the increase in crime/* 

6. The total number of persons under trial rose from 266,079 to 
277,925 while the number of witnesses examined fell from 251,581 to 251,056. 
Of the latter 227,812 were examined in magistrates* courts and 23,217 
in courts of session. It would appear from the decrease of over 600 in the 
number of witnesses detained for more than two days that efforts are being 
made to comply with the frequent injunctions issued by this Court to release 
witnesses speedily, but a perusal of columns 2 and 3, and 7 and 8 in state- 
ment C shows that there is obviously still much room for improvement. 
The Magistrate of Pilibhit points out that the amendment to section 256 (1) 
of the Criminal Procedure Code seriously hampers the efforts of magis- 
trates in this direction. Under pressure by the Bar the magistrate grants 
an adjournment for the purpose of cross-examining the prosecution witnesses. 
Thus an additional week or lO days are lost, . . The advantage to the 

accused is primarily the opportunity which delay affords him to try and win 
over the prosecution witnesses. The advantage to the pleader is at the lowest 
estimate, an extra day’s fees.’* But there is the other side of the picture 
as drawn by the Magistrate of Muttra. It is a fact that in a great many 
courts the summoning of witnesses, etc., is left entirely in the hands of the 
reader or even the ahlmad. Hence the huge number of witnesses, almost 
one-sixth of the total, who are dragged to court but neyer go inside. Much 
can be done to improve the things by a magistrate who has some idea of 
system and organisation, and is determined to waste neither his own time 
or the public’s.** These remarks deserve close attention. 

The total amount expended as diet money was Rs. 1,74,476 in magis- 
trates* courts and Rs. 71,887 in sessions courts, the recipients numbering 
83,101 in the former and 23,402 in the latter. For the past two years 
reference has been made in the annual report to the inadequacy of the 
present scale of diet allowances, but reform seems to be as unattainable as 
ever. 
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The average duration in all courts fell from II to IG days. In the 
courts of District MagistraLes it remained the sarnej Ijiit in courts of 
session it fell from 44 to 40 days. The highest average figure is shown 
by Ballia, 15 days, \Yhile the figure for Budaun, Shahjahanpur, and Buland- 
shahr is 14. Allahabad has the very creditable average of four days and 
Benares of five. The remarks made in the prefatory note t ^ hue Civil 
Statortients regarding the misleading character of the figures fur average 
duration apply equally to cidminal cases. A striking instance is given by 
the Magistrnte oB Muttra, who writes : “ One case is shown agaia&t my 
name as lasting 153 days, but I beg to say that all that remained for me 
to do in that case, when I took charge, was to write the judgement and 
deliver it, which I did within one week.’’ 

7. The total number of offi^nders released on probation under section 
562, Criminal Procedure Code, rose from 38^ to 679. This increase was 
only to be expected as the result of the amendment to that section, which 
came into force during the year, and of the instructions given for a more 
extensive use of it. The District Magistrate of Benares remarks : “ The 

new provisions are generally approved but, as one Magistrate says, great 
circumspection is required in their application, which is sometimes urged on 
them in the most unsuitable cases. ” The number of youthful offenders 
dealt with under section 31 of Act VIII of 1S97 rose from 232 to 251, 

8. 4 he number of persons sentenced to death by the sessions courts 

was 266 as compared with 215 in 1922. Of these, the sentences of 140 
were confirmed by the High Court, G8 persons were released, 42 obtained 
a modification of sentence, two died and ths cases of 14 were pending at the 
close of the year. The number of persons sonienced to transportation for 
life increased from 377 to 436. The total number of persoius sentenced 
to rigorous imprisonment fell from 18,745 to 16,631, of whom 425 received 
periods of imprisonment exceeding seven years, as compared with 420 
in the previous year. 

The percentage of sentences of rigorous imprisonment with solitary 
confinement rose from 10 to 11. The six districts of Aligarb, Etah, 
Moradabadj Bareilly, Budanu, and Agra were responsible for almost half 
of these sentences. 

The total number of sentences of whipping fell from 1,236 to 1,194, 
and the percentage of whippings inflicted ia possible cases rose from 19'70 
to 20’24. The number of l3oys whose sentences were commuted to deten- 
tion in a reformatory school was 26. 

Regarding the substitution of simple for rigorous imprisonment to be 
awarded under the amended Criminal Procedure Code, in default of securi- 
ty under section 109, the Magistrate of Benares says that his SuD Divi- 
sional Magistrates consider that “ from the executive point of view the 
curtailment of their discretion to aw^ard rigorous imprisonment is unfortu-* 
nate. This opinion,'' he adds, “ I endorse : and I may note that when I 
recently inspected the district jail, 1 found that a number of prisoners 
had of thc-ir own accord elected to exchange the simple for the rigorous 
form because a more ample scale of diet was attached to the latter.’' The 
Magistrate of Banda also draws attention to the difficulty felt by courts in 
passing suitable orders in these proceedings. 

9. The total number of appellants in all courts rose from 18,103 to 
10,653. Figures for the courts of session show an increase of over 1,000 
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and for the High Court of nearly 700. This increase must, in part at 
any rate, be accounted for by the amendments in the Criminal Procedure 
Code, whereby a number of non-appealable cases became appealable. In 
view of the fact that these amendments only came into force late in the 
year under review, ic _ is probable tbat the appellate courts will receive a 
large increase of work in the coming year. 

The percentage of totally unsuccessful appollants and applicants for 
revision remained the same as that of the previous year, 68 per cent. The 
lowest percentages are those of Jaunpur, 40, and Ballk, 46. Of districts 
where a large number of appeals and applications were filed, A: ra shows 
the very creditable percentage of 89 and Meerut of 86 decision's confirmed. 
The average duration of appeals and revisions rose from 20 to 22 days. 

10. Seventy-three accused ware tried with the aid of a jury, as against 
96 in the previous year. Concerning only one person was reference made 
to the High Court under section 307 of the Criminal Procedure Code aud 
that was still pending at the close of the year. The number of persons 
tried with the aid of assessors decreased from 5,351 to 5,098. As regards 
2,908 of these the presiding judge agreed with all the assessors, regarding 
li237 of them he differed from one or more, and regardino- 341 of them 
from all the assessors. ’ 

The Sessions Judge of Benares remarks : “My esporience with juries 
has been unfortunate.” 


11. The total number of European British subjects tried during 

the year increased from 161 to 172. Of these, 121 were convicted and 
42 discharged or acquitted by Magistrates, two were discharged or acquit- 
ted by courts of session, and five were convicted and two acouitted bv 
the High Court. ^ 

12. The total amount of tines imposed by courts of session dropped 

from Rs. 1.05,284 to Rs. 49,021, of which Rs. 30,697 were realized. The 
amount ordered to be paid by way of compensation fell from Rs 12 732 
to Rs. 4,016. ’ 


In magistrates’ courts the amount of fines imposed fell by almost 
Rs. 10,000, and the amount realized by over Rs. 20,000. But the amount 
paid away by way of compensation rose from Rs. 57,081 to Rs. 61,512, 

o ooif ' number of appellants to the High Court increased from 

2,320 to 2,992 in the year under report. Of the 2,469 persons whose 
appeals were decided, 1,849 were completely unsucce.ssful. Applicants for 
revision fell from 1.766 to 1,543. The applications of 988 of these 
persons were rejected or orders concerning them were confirmed. The 
applications of one hundred aud thirty-four persons were pending at the 
close of the year. Out of twenty-one Government appeals nineteen were 
allowed and two were dismissed. Of these, five were filed more than 
three months after the date of acquittal but were admitted by the Court. 


. number of persons tried by honorary magistrates 

sittingsin^y rose from 42,789 to 50,513 and of those tried by benches 
from 66,-66 to 68,812 in 1923, i.e., considerably more than a third 
ot the total number of' persons who came to trial in the province 
during the year. These figures represent a very large volume of useful 
work, the value of which in the assistance given to the stipendiary 
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sbaff is gratefully acknowledged by the Court. It is to be regretted how- 
ever that there are not a few honorary magistrates whose lack of method 
and failure to realize the nature of their responsibilities have brouo-ht 
their courts into deserved disrepute. The Magistrate of Muttra reports 
that the Brindabau bench, in spite of the reproof administered by this 
Court in the report of 1922, “ moves on its way unscathed.” Another 
bench in this district had to be suspended, while a third is described as 
“ devoid of conscience.” From Bareilly and Moradabad praise of some 
honorary magistrates is tempered by serious complaints of others. 
“ Dilatory proceedings,” says the Magistrate of Budaun, “ are the beset- 
ting sin of most honorary courts.” Unfottunately these are not the only 
districts where such criticisms have been made. On the other band in 
many cases District Magistratos,have freely bestowed well-merited praise. 
Among those who have been brought to the notice of the Court, Babu 
Eedarnath Rai Chakravati of Etah, Rai Bahadur Thakur Jaswant Singh 
of Allahabad, and Rai Bahadur Abhainandan Prasad of Gorakhpur dis- 
trict would seem to deserve special mention. To these gentlemen and 
to many more unnamed the Court owes a debt of gratitude for their 
services in the public interest. 

Much useful work has also been done during the year by the village 
panchayats, the lesult of whose labours do not find any place in these 
statements. “ The movements ” says the Magistrate of Benares, “ is 
undoubtedly beneficial and there are many villages in which it is much 
appreciated.” Commenting on tho difficulty of a proper supervision by 
Sub-Divisional Magistrates owing to lack of time, he adds, “ To remedy 
this the experiment is at present being tried in one sub-division of 
sending the most efficient sarpanches round on tour to guide and examine 
the work of the panchayats in their neighbourhood.” The Court hopes 
that the movement will receive all possible encouragement and awaits 
with interest the result of the experiment that is being made. 


Allahabad: 

The 2’Ith June 1924, 


J. E. PEDLEY, I.C.S , 

Registrar, 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement showing the number of Judicial divisions and the number of officers 


Name of Province. 

Area. 

Population. 

Number of 
divisions for 
courts under 
Chief Court, 
but superior 
to chief courts 
of districts. 

Number ^ 
of 

districts. 

r 

Number 
of sub- 
districts, 

1 

2 

3 

r 4 

5 

' 6 

Agra 

82,137 

33,203,145 

19 

36 

180 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of offences reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted of eac) 




Number of ofences 
reported. 

Number of cases 
returned as true of 
ofences reported. 


Description of ofience. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During 
the year. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During 
the year. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

I.— ‘OFFEl^rCEfi UNDEB THE INDIAN PENAD CODE. 

Ofieuces against the State, Chapter YI 

2 

24 

2 

22 

Ohences sgainst the Army or Navy, Chapter YII 


3 


1 

Ofteucea against the Public Tranquility, Chapter YIII . . 

63 

1,802 

60 

1,662 

Of ences by, or relating to, Public servants, Chapter IX . . 

10 

195 

9 

130 

Contempts of the lawful authority of Public servants, 
Chapter X . . 

71 

2,705 

60 

2,544 

Palse evidence and ofiences against Public Justice, Chapter 
XI 

61 

1,235 

48 

1,018 

Of ences relating to Coins and Government C Coins 

1 

17 

1 

16 

Stamps, Chapter XII . , . . ( Stamp 


8 


7 

Of ences relating to weights and measures, Chapter XIII , . 

1 

S3 

1 

76 

Ofences afecting the public health, safety, convenience, 
decency and morals, Chapter XIY 

13 

1,004 

13 

923 

Ofences relating to religion, Chapter XY 

4 

172 

3 

116 

o 

■ Ofences afecting life 

28 

1,068 

22 


A 

.B^> 

Causing of miscarriage, injuries to unborn children, 
exposure of infants and the concealment of births 

S 

134 

3 

991 1 
114 ^ 

Hurt.. .. .. ’ 

851 

42,375 

747 

29,343 1 


Wrongful restraint and wrongful confinement 

27 

866 

18 

643 

*1 ^ 

Criminal force and assault 

167 

7,237 

117 

5,014 

tQ a 

Kidnapping, forcible abduction, slavery and forced 
labour 

38 

962 

28 

538 

<D 

Rape .. 

7 

259 

6 

171 


Attempt at rape * , 


2 


2 

O 

Unnatural ofience ** 

1 

73 

1 

64 


L Attempt at unnatural ofenoe , , , , 


1 


1 
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No. 1 (Cbiminal.) 

exercising original or appellate jurisdiction on the last day of the year 1923, 


Total number of officers exercising 
original or appellate jurisdiction. 

Total number of cases decided. 

Total 
receipts of 
all the ' 
courts 
(including 
chil and 
revenue 
courts). 

] 

Total ! 
charges ' 
of all the 
courts 
(includ- 
ing civil 
and 

revenue 

courts). 


Judges 

of 

High 

Court. 

Judges 
of other 
courts 
superior 
to chief 
district 
courts. 

% 

Judges 

Judges 

of 

district 

Judges 
of other 
suh- 
odinate 
courts. 

Original. 

Appeals. 


of chief 
courts of| 
district. 

1 

I 

courts 

other 

than 

chief 

courts. 

Kegular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

Regular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

a 

o 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

15 

13 

1 . 11 

15 

16 

17 : 

IS 

9 

30 

36 


1,037 

135,928 

10,936 

i 

10,229 

3,038 

1 

1 

Rs. I 
1,13,92,415 

1 

Rs. 

^ 1,31,51,831 



No. 2 (ClUMINAL.) 

class of ojjence in the Agra Province for the year 1923. 


Number of 
cases 

brought to 
trial during 
the year. 

Number of persons — 

Number of com- 
plainants dncd 
under section 
250 of the Code 
of Criminal 
Procedure, 
1898. 

Under-trial 
during the year, 
including pend- 
ing from pre- 
vious year. 

Acquitted or 
discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, 

escaped or 
transferred 
to another 
province. 

Remaining 

under-trial. 

6 

7 

s 

9 

10 

11 

12 

2-2 

47 

5 

32 


10 


1 

8 

2 

2 

, , 

4 


1,642 

9,030 

4,614 

3,916 

9 

491 

4 

134 

232 

115 

112 

•• 

5 


2,541 

3,212 

1,122 

2,015 

6 

69 


1,010 

1,453 

711 

623 

2 

117 


16 

23 

9 

16 


3 


7 

11 

7 

4 

, . 



74 

124 

92 

31 


1 


911 

1,473 

487 

942 

1 

43 


86 

310 

254 

35 


21 

2 

986 

2,482 

950 

1,271 

*12 

249 


104 

164 

81 

73 

1 

5 


25,213 

71,813 

62,401 

7,522 

’22 

1,868 

”144 

503 

1,566 

1,299 

211 

1 

55 

5 

4,131 

11,721 

10,4^4 

1,020 

3 

244 

23 

484 

1,116 

736 

288 


92 

2 

172 

263 

140 

100 


23 


2 

1 




1 

. . ' 

63 

, 86 

’*80 

’*52 


4 


1 


•• 

* • 


• • 

' ' 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of offences reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted of each 


Description of ofience. 


C Theft . . 

Extortion 

. Robbery and dacoity 
§ S Criminal misappropriation of property 
Criminal breach of trust 
§ ^ J Receiving of stolen property 
'S _g ' Cheating 

^ Eraudiilent deeds and disposition of pr 

Mischief 

g ^ Attempt at mischief 
^ Criminal trespass 

O I Attempt at criminal trespass 
Offences relating to documents and to trade 
marks 

Criminal breach of contract of service 
Offences r eluting to marriage 
Defamation .. 

Criminal intimidation, insult and annoyance 


Total under the Indian Penal Code 

II. — Offences under Special and Local Laws. 
Code of Crinimal Procedure. 

Chapter VTII. — Security for keeping the peace 
Ditto Ditto for behaviour 


or property 


Other laics relating to- 

Arms, Ammunition and 
Military Stores . , Act no. 
Canals, Drainage and Em- 
bankments . . • • » »» 

Cantonments, Alilitary . . „ „ 

Cattle Trespass . . „ „ 

Criminal Tribes and Eu- 
nuchs 

Emigration, Inland . . „ „ 


Eactories 

Perries 


•Gambling . , . . „ „ 

Hackney and Stage carriages „ „ 
Infanticide . . . . 


Legal Practitioners 

Municipalities 

Opium 


:1879 9 
1896 1 
1900 5 
. 1916 1 

p? 


11 of 1373 


n lS/3) 
„ 1399 ) 
„ 1910 
„ 1377 
» 1391 ) 
,, 1911 
„ 1914) 
„ 19031 
» 1910 5 
„ 1910) 
„ 1915 [ 
„ 1919) 
„ 1911 
» 1873) 
„ 1836 ) 
» 1373) 
„ 1390 ) 
„ 1867 
„ 1879 
„ 1870 
„ 1834) 
„ 1903 5 
» 1901) 
„ 1907 i 
» 1857) 
1373 j 


Humber of offences 
reported. 

Humber of cases | 
returned a.s true of i 
ofiences reported. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During 
dihe year. 

In^ and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During 
the year. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

336 

10,774 

294 

8,370 

10 

505 

10 

223 

104 

1,566 

91 

971 

15 

306 

11 

215 

87 

1,003 

64 

1,243 

50 

1,233 

47 

1,183 

91 

2,525 

66 

1,339 

6 

365 

6 

261 

118 

5,872 

107 

4,055 


2 

, . 

2 

279 

9,857 

247 

7,647 

•• 

2 

•• 

2 

8 

241 

6 

170 

3 

32 

2 

10 

IGG 

6,519 

105 

3,738 

7 

622 

4 

321 

46 

2,700 

36 

1,091 

2,683 

105,249 

2,235 

74,20d 

131 

4,330 

81 

2,302 

80 

3,140 

79 

3,105 

20 

344 

19 

333 

. . 

1,155 


1,129 

24 

3,318 

23 

3,156 

113 

5,503 

82 

4,461 

53 

1,703 

26 

1,516 

•• 

41 


40 

29 

1,317 

29 

1,284 

. . 

20 


20 

11 

01 

11 

73 

4 

332 

4 

294 

21 

581 

19 

576 

79 

9,016 

39 

8,563 


1 


1 


1 



237 

23,107 

133 

25,834 

9 

277 

_9 

273 . 

. 
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NO. 2 (Criminal). 


class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1923 — (contiaued). 


Number of 
cases 

brought to 
trial during 
the year. 

Number of persons — 

Number of com- 
plainants fined 
under section 

250 of the Code 
)f Criminal Pro-- 
cedure, 1898. 

Under-trial 
during the year, 
including pend- > 
ing from 
previous year. ^ 

Acquitted or 
discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, 

escaped or 
transferred 
to another 
province. 

Eemainiug 

under-trial. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

8,018 

17,188 

10,883 

5,582 

13 

710 

46 

209 

545 

490 

35 


20 

7 

983 

4,298 

1,804 

1,568 

18 

808 

2 

199 

347 

258 

82 


7 

1 

1,127 

1,543 

1,067 

404 

3 

69 

9 

1,211 

1,620 

407 

1,124 

4 

.85 


1,230 

2,095 

1,519 

519 

10 

47 

10 

237 

603 

406 

164 


38 

3 

3,463 

10,606 

9,161 

1,111 

3 

331 

27 

2 

3 

1 

2 




7,326 

17,873 

12,840 

d,3S2 

12 

639 

37 

2 

4 

2 

2 


•• 


130 

236 

122 

100 


14 


19 

47 

42 

5 


. . 

. . 

3,119 

6,361 

5,775 

394 

8 

184 

17 

284 

683 

602 

63 


-23 

2 

950 

2,512 

2,183 

254 

1 

69 

10 

66,717 

171,719 

131,176 

34,061 

128 

6,354 

356 

2,176 

12,369 

8,234 

3,856 

7 

272 

1 

8,172 

(a) 5,581 

(5)778 

(c)4,639 

4 

(d)160 

1 

341 

412 

67 

320 

1 

24 

- 

1,122 

2,362 

909 

1,446 

2 

5 


3,075 

4,153 

754 

3,389 


15 

•• 

3,975 

8,392 

5,977 

2,291 

1 

123 

17 

1,449 

1,679 

191 

1,455 

2 

31 

•• 

40 i 

44 

41 

3 j 

.. 

1 


- 

1,305 

1,570 

301 

1,229 


40 

«• 

20 

40 

2 

38 


- 


75 

120 

62 

53 


5 

.. 

295 

945 

210 

733 


2 

•• 

590 

4,046 

680 

3,186 

4 

176 

-- 

8,434 

9,232 

960 

8,245 

1 

26 

• * 

1 

1 


1 




22,922 

25,393 

3,625 

21,610 

34 

124 - 


269 

287 

46 

234 

• • 

1 



’,) laoludcs ITO (c) lueVadus U-2I Po--.-)'.!- -.vIiMe cisi-s .v,-.- r,- 1 t'.-L.T'’’ , V" 

<) „ d (d) 20) ....... tL 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 


Statement of offences reported and persons iried^ convicted and acquitted of each 


Description of onence. 


Number of oliences 
reported. 


] Number cf cases 
returned as true of 
j offences reported. 


In and 

pending 

from the 
previous 
year. 


During 
the year. 


In and 
pending^ 
from the 
previous’ 
year. 


During 
the year. 


1 


2 


Police, District 

Act no. 

5 of 1861 

Police, Town . . 

jj 

1 J 

to „ 1856 

Police, Road and villages 

:) 

JJ 

16 „ 1873 

post office 

J) 

JJ 

f 6 „ 1098 > 
[ 3 „ 1942 3 

Prevention of cruelty to 
animals. 

JJ 

JJ 

11 „ 1890 

Prisons 

JJ 

JJ 

9 „ 1894 

Printing presses 

JJ 

J? 

[25 „ ISGT) 
(, 10 „ 1890 s 

Press 

J) 

JJ 

1 „ 1910 

Railways 

JJ 

»S 

' 9 of 1890, 9 „ 1896 ) 
4 „ 1905 ^ 

Reformatories.. 

JJ 

JJ 

8 „ 1897 ' 

Registration . . 

J) 

JJ 

16 „ 1898 


Salt, Indian . . 

Sarais and Paraos 
Stamp 

Vaccination . . 

Vagrancy, European 
Workmen’s Breach of 
Contract. 


(12 „ 1332 


JJ 



U9 

„ 1390 3 

JJ 



22 

„ 1867 


2 of 1399, 

6 

, 1910) 


1 J 

, 1912 


3 

(13 , 

, 1890, 

1 

„ 1892-) 


2 , 

, 1914 


j 

JJ 



11 

„ 1874 

JJ 



13 

„ 1059 


42 

12 

G 

1 

3 

1 


10 


11 

77 

32 


3 

4 

5 

13,164 

41 

12,596 

799 

12 

773 ! 

115 

6 

109 

14 

1 

14 

1,205 

3 

1,177 

10 

1 1 

10 

11 

. . 

11 

3 

. . 

2 

1,774 

12 

1,670 

7 


7 

12 


11 

38 

* . 

38 

16 

. . 

16 

605 

11 

■ 678 

594 

77 

569 

1 


1 

1,520 

■•2- 

1,143 


Town areas . . . . „ 

Sanitation . . • • „ 

United Provinces Panoha- „ 
yat. 

Motor vehicles . . „ 

United Provinces Pri- ,, 
mary Education. 

Boilers . . ■ . „ 

Prevention of Adulteration „ 
of food and drugs. 

District Board Act . . „ 

Treasure Trove , . „ 

Stone Mahal (Jilirzapur) . . „ 

District Board Act (Local) „ 

Poison . . . . „ 

Hydro Electric . , „ 

Carriage . . , . „ 

Explosive . . • • n 

Insolvency . . • • 

Leprosy . . ♦ • 

Notified Area . . • • 

Indian Companies . . ,, 




V 

)) 




n 

j) 


jj 

?) 

>) 

»* 

}> 

JJ 

JJ 

j> 

JJ 


fl3 „ 1390 ■) 
I 2 „ 19U 3 

2 „ 1392 

6 „ 1920 

f 2 „ 1911 
I S „ 1914 i 

7 „ 1919 

3 „ 1915 
6 „ 1912 

3 „ 1900 
6 „ 1073 
5 „ 1036 

4 „ 1922 



2 „ 1911 

4 ,, 1884 

5 „ 1920 

3 „ 1893 
13 „ 1880 

7 1913 


Total undsr the Code of Criminal Prooeaui?6 and under 
Special and Local Laws. 


Gband Total 


5 

1 


1,125 


3,808 


821 

293 

4 


357 

G 

1 

41 

2 

6 

23 

3 

3 

3 

12 

5 

5 

1 

043 

2 


81,401 


186,650 


6 S13 

1 283 

4 

7 323 

6 

1 

40 

1 

5 


SOS 


3,013 


23 

2 

3 

3 

12 

5 

5 

1 

643 

2 


73,835 


148,090 
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NO. 2 (Criminal). 

class of 0 fence in the Agra Province for the year 1923— (concluded). 




Number of persons — 









1 

7umber of com- 

-jTumber of 
cases 

brongbt to 
trial during^ 
the year. 

Under -trial 
during the 
year, including 
pending from 

Acquitted or 
discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, 
2 scaped or 
ir an sf erred 
to another 

Remaining 

mder-trial. 

dainants fined 
under section 

250 of the Code 
of Criminal 
Procedure, • 

1898. 


previous yec^r. 



province. 


6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

12,331 

14,995 . 

_ 1,057 

13,8Si 

29 

25 


771 

966 .. 

127 

. 833 

3 

3 

. . 

114 

l-SO 

8 

123 




15 

13 

3 

14 


1 

.. 

. 1,169 

1,272 

127 

1,137 


8 

•• 

11 

11 

2 

9 



• • 

10 

10 

2 

8 



.. 

2 

2 

1 

1 



• * 

1,616 

2,472 

734 

1,726 

•• 

12 

•• 

7 

7 


7 




11 

23 

5 

17 

•• 

1 


38 

42 

2 

40 

•• 


.. 

15 

15 

2 

13 

- 

•• 

•• 

545 

052 

93 

550 

1 

3 


329 

333 

226 

99 

1 

7 


1 

1 1 


1 


. . ' 

* • 

678 

329 

*434 

390 

• • 

5 

* * 

803 

833 

115 

767 

• • 

6 

•• 

2S7 

403 

54 1 

j 319 



.. 

4 

5 

3 


• * 



313 

333 

64 

257 - 

.. 

12 


4 

4 

1 

3 

'• 


.. 

1 

39 

1 

39 

2 

”36 


1 

1 

•« 

1 

1 


1 

. . 



5 

20 

3 

17 

• • 



23 

33 


38 



• ^ 

2 

2 

*’ 1 

1 




3 

3 

1 

2 




3 

o 

3 

, . 




12 

5 

IG 

10 

3 

13 

10 


1 

.• 


5 


5 



• * 

1 

2 

" 1 

1 

, . 


• • 

047 

2 

651 

0 

7 

644 

1 


6 

1 

09,114 

100,845 

25,923 

73,732 

90 

1,100 

1 19 

135,831 

272,564 

1.57,099 

j 107,793 

(n)218 

7,454 

375 


(a) 180 persons died. 

33 „ escaped. 

5 „ tiiansferted. 



( IS ) 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of miscellaneous proceedings under the Code of 


Nature of proceedings. 


1. Proceedings against witnesses, Ohapter 71(c) and section 4S5 

2. Ditto under Oliapter VIII to prevent breach of the peace 

3. Ditto ditto security for good behaviour 

4. Ditto against local nuisances, Ohapter X 

5. , Possession, Chapter XII .. , * * , . "n. . 

6. Frivolous or vexatious accusations summarily dealt with upder Chapter XX, section 
250. 

7 . Non-attendance of Jurors or Assessors, Chapter XXIII, section 332 

8. Maintenance, Chapter XXXVI . . 

9. Forfeiture of bail or recognizance, Chapter XLII 

10. Proceedings under Chapter XLVI, section 563, against convicted offenders released 
under section 562. 

Total 


Total number of 
cases before the 
courts during the 
year. 


180 

2,176 

3,172 

2,021 

1,661 

388 

75 

1,135 

851 

123 


11,787 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement showing the General Result of Criminal trials 



Total number 
of ohences 





Persons whose case 








Con. 








On regular trial. 


Class of tribunal. 

In and 
pend- 
ing 
from 

During 

Total 
number 
of per- 
sons 
under 
trial. 

Died, 
escaped 
or trans- 
ferred 
to 

another 

Dis- 

charged 

or 

acquit- 

Senten- 

Released 
on pro- 
bation, 
section 
562, 

Youthful offen- 
ders dealt with 
under section 31 
of Act VIII of f 
1897. 1 


the 

pre- 

vious 

year. 

the 

year. 


crovince 

LtL'Ci.* 

ced. 

Crimi- 
nal Pro- 
cedure 
Code, 
1898. 

Dis- 

charged 

after 

admoni- 

tion. 

Deliver- 
ed to pa_ 
rent or' 
guard- 
dian, 
etc. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Subordinate Magistrates. 
Honorary Magistrates, sitting 



50,513 

(a.)26 

37,471 

9,235 

11 

3 


singly (section 14). 

Stipendiary Special Magistrates 


.. 

14,117 

{b)i 

6,211 

4,301 

20 

1 

5 

(section 14) 

Stipendiary Magistrates, sitting 

.. 


137,967 

(c)92 

80,787 

38,394 

420 

51 

33 

singly (Section 12). 

Benches of Magistrates (section 


.. 

68,312 

(d)32 

31,526 

18,535 

7 

4 


15). 

district and Divisional 
Magistrates. 

Cases referred under sections 347, 



234 


45 

159 

22 



349 and 562 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 

Chief Magistrates of districts . . 

• . 

, . 

594 


332 

86 

3 

« » 

1 

Total 

•• 

•• 

271,737 

(0)204: 

155,362 

70,7105 

483 

59 

44 

Courts of Session . , 



6,181 


1,735 

3,669 

1 



High. Court 


•• 

7 

2 

5 

.. 



' Gband TOTAU 

3,808 

186,650 

277,925 

) 

(f/)218 

157,099 

74,334 

i 

^ 484 

59 

44 
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NO, 3 (Criminal), 

Criminal Procedure during the year 1923 . 


Nnmber of 

Number of 

Number of 

Number of 


persons 

concerned. 

persons 

discharged. 

persons 

convicted. 

persons 

remaining. 

Eemarks, 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

304 

153 

102 

44 


12,369 

5,411 

8,234 

770 

3,856 

4,497 

272 

140 

6 died and 1 escaped. 

2 „ .2 

6,690 

4,358 

780 

1,552 

j» it ^ j) 

4,750 

2,906 

1,139 

713 


421 

45 

3f5 

1 1 


85 

64 

15 

6 


1,142 

952 

147 

: 43 


1,222 

518 

623 

81 


230 

74 

; 155 

1 


32,632 

18,079 

11.6S9 

2,853 

3 died and 3 escaped. 


NO, 4 (Criminal). 


in the Tribunals of various classes in the year 1923. 


were disposed of— 









victed. 










On summary trial. 



Persons 

Number 
of cases 
dispos- 
ed of 
during 
the 
year. 

Average 



Sen- 

tenced. 

Released 
on pro- 
bation, , 
section 
562, Cri- 
minal 
Proce- 
dure 
Code, 
1898. 

Youthfu 
ders dec 
under se< 
of Act ^ 
18C 

Dis- 
charged 
after 
admoni- 
tion. 1 

1 ofeen- 
ilt with 
ction 31 
of 
)7. 

Deli- 
vered to 
parent 
or guar- 
dian, etc.l 

Com- 
mitted 
or re- 
ferred. j 

i 

1 

remain- 

ing 

nndcr- 
trial at 
the end 
of the 
year. 

number 
of days 
durnig 
which 
each 
case 
lasted. 

Number 
of wit- 
nesses 
examin- 
ed. 

Eernarks. 

11 

12 

13 1 

i 14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2,191 

3 



108 

1,465 

21,818 

11 

33,203 

(a) 22 died and 4 escaped. 

4,072 

10 


1 

135 

317 

8,421 

5 

8,250 

(P) 2 >J 5> 2 

8,992 

176 

137 

10 

4,963 

3,002 

1 60,234 

12 

157,433 

(c) 68 „ 19 „ andi 

6 transferred. 

17,128 

•• 

•• 

'• 

36 

994 

43,572 

6 

28,591 

{d) 75 died and 7 escaped* 

s 

. . 


•• 

- 

5 

117 

6 



93 

6 


. . 

64 

9 

207 

10 

380 


32,479 

195 

137 

11 

5,361 

6,692 

133,869 

9 

227,812 

(e) 167 died, 82 escaped 

5 -transferred. 

(/) 13 died and 1 escaped. 






762 

2,056 

40 

23,217 

• • 


-• 

•* 

•• 

•• 

3 

46 

27 

82,479 

195 

137 

11 

5,361 

7,154 

135,928 

10 

251,056 

(g) 180 died, 33 escaped and 
6 transferred. 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement showing the punishments inflicted by the 






Persons sentenced to— 


-va 0 
















p 

j 



~~ ' 





Imprison- 

ment. 




To ^ 

02 0 

ft 

0 

t, <13 

d 

0 

a 

w 

*0 












-+3 




Class of tribunal. 

Number of persons esecutcc 

Death. 

Transportation. 

Penal servitude. ' 

Rigorous. 

Simple. 

Forfeiture of projierty. 

o 

s 

ti) 

.2 

*P4 

Persons ordered to find or 
or recognizance to keep 
securities for good behavic 

Persons imprisoned in defai 
for good behaviour. 

Rupees ten and under. 

Rupees 50 and under. 

0 

nd 

d 

d 

nd 

d 

rt 

0 

0 

T — 1 

m 

(D 

0 

ft 

a 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Sub:rdi7iate MajistraUs. 

Honorary Magistrates sit- 
ting singly (section 14). 





1,423 

149 


9,976 

16 

200 

‘ j 

10 

7 839 

1,922 

126 







Stipendiary Special Magis- 
trates (section 14). 


•• 

•• 


461 

39 


7,735 

32 

104 

103 

6,711 

958 

45 

Stipendiary Magistrate sit- 
ting singly (section 12). 

•• 

•• 

•• 


11,440 

963 

1 

29,526 

1,043 

8,026 

4,441 

20,413 

7,762 

957 

Benches of Magistrates 
(section 15). 



•• 

•• 

477 

111 

•• 

35;073 


6 

•• 

33,711 

1,305 

50 

District and Divisional 
Magistrates, 














1 

Gases referred under sec- 
tions 347, 349, and 562 of 
the Code of Oriminai Pro- 
cedure. 



•• 


99 

G 

•• 

29 

9 ' 

2 

•• 

12 

17 

•• 

tJhief Magistrates of dis- 
trict. _ 





53 

19 

•• 

124 

2 

15 

2 

76 

37 

3 

^ . Total 


•* 


•• 

13,953 

1,237 

1 

82,463 

1,099 

8,353 

4,665 

68,812 

12,001 

1,181 

Courts of sessions 

•• 

•• 

436 

•• 

2,673j 

22 

. . 

271 

95 

40 

159 

5 

72 ’ 

no 

/Cases com- 
High Court j 

•• 

•• 

; .. 

•• 

6' 

•• 



•• 

•• 

- 

•• 


•• 

Ceases referred 


140 


•• 

•• ■ 

•• 


•• 

.. 


•* 

1 .. 

1 


•• 

Total 

123 

140 

436 


16,631 

1,309 

' 1 

, 32,734 
1 

1.194 

8,396 

4,724 

j 68,317 

1 12,073|i,291 
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NO. 5 (Criminal). 

various Criminal Tribunals during the year 1923. 


Detail of punishment. 

i 

3 o 

O c3 

o o 

r! ^ 

o 

o 


Fine. 

% 



Imprisonment. 

Whipping. 

? S 

1 

o 

g| 

tct 

M 

O 

Eg. 500 and under. 

Es, 1,000 and under. 

o 

o 

o 

> 

o 

•< 

Total amount of fines imposed 
during the year. 

Total amount of fines realized 
during the year. 

* 

Amount paid by way oi euixi- 
pensation under section 545 
of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. 

15 days and under. 

6 montfis and under. 

2 years and under. 

7 years and under. 

Above 7 years. 

10 stripes and under. 

20 stripes and under. 

30 stripes and under. 

O 

o 

CD -S 

OJ 

O M 
cn ^ 

o .2 

^ o 

CO 

0 "u 
n 

^ o 

o-^ 

111 

1 a g 

Amount paid as compensa 
section 250 of the Code of 0 
cedure of 1898. 

* 

CD !>• 

cS 00 

<D T-i 

"o ^ 

M 

«l M 

o 9 ' 

O -4^ I 

- O i 

!H : 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

i 




" Es. 

Es. 

Es. 










Es. 

1 

37 

2 

•• 

90,177 

79,783 

6,184 

309 

1,072 

207 


•• 

2 

11 

•• 

•• 

2,100 

1 

3 ! 

19 

2 

•• 

53,722 

51,258 

7,038 

191 

222 

172 

21 


12 

16 

4 


101 

7 I 

377 

17 


i,83,53i 

4,05,423 

45,012 

1,283 

6,876 

8,519 

166 


432 

526 

85 

23 

6,280 

232 j 

* ■' i 

7 



95,813 

94,579 

3,013 

231 

340 

17 



•• 




647 

i 1 


•• 

-• 

i61 

357 

80 

8 

64 

32 

1 

, . 

7 

2 


1 

- 

A 

; - i 

7 

1 


4,100 

2,117 

135 

2 

38 

34 


- 

2 



j 1 

55 

1 i 

I 

447 

22 


7,27,803 

6,33,532 

61,512 

2,024 

8,612 

8,981 

183 


455 

555 

89 

25 

9,178 

251 

76 

4 

4 

49,021 

30,697 

4,016 

17 

148 

446 

1,818 

425 

9 

60 

26 

1 

•• 



, , 


t 

, . 

, . 


• * 

2 

3 




•• 


• • 

•• 

523 

26 

1 ‘ 

7,76,82i 

6,64,229 

65,528 

2,041 

j 8,760 

9,429 

2,009 

425 

j 464 

615 

1 115 

1 26 

9,178 

■ 251 



( 


) 


22 

JUDICIAL statement no. 5a (Gbiminal). 

Statement showing the 'particulars of whipping inflicted by the Criminal 
Tribunals during the year 1923. 

PART I. 

Showing whipping inflicted under sections 3 and 4 of Act no. IV of 1909, 

IN LIEU OF other PDNISHMENTS, 


Number of persons awarded — 


Ofiencea for which awarded. 

s* 

11 

21 




to 10 

to 20 

to 30 

Total. 

Remarks, 


stripes. 

stripes. 

stripes. 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

In li&u of other punishments^ section 3 of Act no. IV 






<>/1909. 






(* section 378, Indian Penal Code 

223 

244 

27 

499 


1. Theft as defined in < „ 380, „ „ „ 

85 

74 

13 

177 


C ,, 332, ,, ), „ 

5 

8 


13 


2, Lurking house trespass as defined in section dd3, 

1 

10 


11 


Indian Penal Code. 






B* Lurking house trespass by night as defined in 

24 

41 

9 

74 


section 444, Indian Penal Code, 






4, House breaking as defined in section 445, Indian 

10 

38 

10 

58 


Penal Code. 






5. House breaking at night as defined in section 445, 

41 

69 

16 

116 


Indian Penal Code. 






Section 4, of Act no. IV of 1009, 






I, Abetment or attempt to commit rape as defined in 

6 

11 

4 

21 


section 375, Indian Penal Code. 






2. Compelling or inducing any person by fear or bodily 

1 

4 

1 

6 


injury to submit to an unnatural ofience as defined 






In section 377, Indian Penal Code. 

1 





Dacoity as defined in section 391, Indian Penal 

1 

7 

2 

10 


Code. 






4, Ofiences under section 42, of Act no. IX of 1894 . . 

1 


. . 

1 


5. „ n „ 19, „ „ „ XXVII of 1871 

2 

5 


7 


Total . . ! 

405 

501 

87 

993 


(a) Ofiencss under sections 304, 379, 381, 390, 405, 411, 

11 

19 

2 

32 


454 and 457 of the Indian Penal Code. 






Geand total 

416 

520 

89 

1,025 



On 1st conviction .. • .. ..1,000 

On re-oonviction . , . . . . . . . , . . 2S 

(a) These sentences weto passed in contravention of the provisions of the whipping Act nOt IV 
of 1209. 
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PART 11. 

Showing whipping inflicted in addition to other punishments, 
section 4, Act no, IV o/ 1909, 


♦ 

Number of persons awarded — 


Offence for which awarded. 

5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 20 
stripes. 

21 to SO 
stripes. 

Total. 

Remarks. 

1 ' 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

In addition to other punishment 
(section 4), 






1, Abetment, commission or attempt to 
commit rape as defined in section 375, 
Indian Penal Code. 

2 

12 

4 

13 


2, Compelling or inducing any person by 
fear of bodily injury to submit to unna- 
tural ofience as defined in section 377, 
Indian Penal Code, 

1 

5 

1 

7 

! 

3. Dacoity, as defined in section 391, 
Indian Penal Code, 

1 

21 

20 

42 


Total 

4 

33 

25 

67 


(a) Ofiences under sections 392, 395 and 
446 of the Indian penal Code, 

•• 

6 

1 

7 


Gr^ND TOTAti 

4 

44 

26 

74 I 



(a) These sentences were passed in contravention of the provisions of the whipping 
Act no. ly of im. 


PART III. 

Showing whipping inflicted tinder section 5, Act no. IV of 1909, on 
juveniles in lien of other punishments. 


Offences. 

Number of juveniles 
awarded — 

Remarks, 

i 5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 15 
stripes. 

Total. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. Rioting as defined in section 147, Indian Penal 
Code. 

« • 

1 

1 


2, Committing afiray, as defined in section 160, 
Indian Penal Code. 

3 


3 



4 
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PART III. 

Showing whipping inflicted under section 5, Act no, IV of 1909, on 
juveniles in lieu of other pihnishments — (concluded). 



OSences. 

Number of juveniles 
awarded. 


5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 15 
stripes. 

Total, 


1 

^ 2 

3 

4 

3. 

Resistance or obstruction to lawful apprehen- 
sion, as defined in section 224, Indian 
Penal Code. 

2 

1 

3 

4. 

Rash driving or riding, as defined in section 
279, Indian Penal Code. 

2 


2 

5. 

Voluntarily causing hurt to deter public 
servant from his duty as defined in section 
332, Indian Penal Code. 


2 

2 

6. 

Wron^ul confinement as defined in section 
342, Indian Penal Code. 

1 


1 

7. 

Kidnapping as defined ni section 363, Indian 
Penal Code. 

* • 

1 

1 

S. 

Assault or criminal force to woman with in- 
tent to outrage her modesty, as defined in 
section 354, Indian Penal Code. 

* * 

1 

1 

9. 

Theft as defined in section 379, Indian Penal 
Code. 

16 

21 

37 

10. 

Theft as defined in section 380, Indian Penal 
Code. 

2 

2 

4 

11. 

Theft as defined in section 381, Indian Penal 
Code. 

4 

4 

8 

12. 

Robbery as defined in section 392, Indian 
Penal Code. 

•• 

1 

1 

13. 

Criminal breach of trust as defined in section 
406, Indian Penal Code. 

1 

.. 

1 

14, 

Receiving of stolen property as defined in 
section 411, Indian Penal Code. 

.. 

2 

2 

15. 

Cheating as defined in section 420, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 

1 

2 

16. 

Mischief as defined in section 435, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 

•• 

1 

17. 

Mischief as defined in section 436, Indian 
Penal Code. 

- 

2 

1 2 

18. 

Lurking house trespass as defined in section 
454, Indian Penal Code. 

Criminal trespass as defined in section 457, 
Indian Penal Code. 

- 

1 

1 

19. 

7 

3 

10 

20. 

Gambling Act no. Ill of 1867 

1 

1 

2 

21. 

Criminal Tribes Act no. Ill of 1911 

2 

4 

6 

22. 

Railway Act no. IX of 1890 

1 


1 

23. 

Under section 19 of Act no. XXVII of 1871 . . 


” 2 

2 

24. 

Indian Ports Amendment Act, no. IV of 1911 


1 

1 


Total 

44 

51 

95 


Kemarks. 


5 


On first conviction — 93. 
One re-conviction — 2. 
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PART IV. 

Showing the relative number of times wklpijuig ivas awarded as 
compared ivith other punishments in cases in which whipping 
might have been awarded. 


* Punishment. 

* 

Number. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

* 



1. Total number of whipping awarded 

1,194 

j 


2. Total number of other punishments in cases in which 
whipping might have been awarded. 

4,706 


3. Total number of all punishments in cases in which 
'whipping might have been awarded (total of headings 

1 and 2). 

5,900 

i 

4. Percentage of whippings on total number of all 
punishments (percentage of heading 1 on heading 3). 

20-24 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement shoioing the result of Ap'peals and Revisions in criminal 


Number of 


Class of tribunal. 

Total 

number 

of 

appellants 
and appli- 
cants for 
revision 
before the 
courts. 

Died, 
escaped 
or trans- 
ferred to 
another 
pro- 
vince. 

Appeals 
or appli- 
cations 
rejected. 

Sen- 
tence 
or order 
con- 
firmed. 

Sen- 

tence 

enhanc- 

ed. 

® Sen- 
tence 
reduced 
or other- 
wise 
altered. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

7" 

6 

7 

Appeals, 

To Cbief Magistrates of districts 
To Courts of Session 

High f By persons convicted 

Court it By Government from 
judgments of acquittal. 

a,704 

7,962 

2,945 

47 

(a) 5 

(a) 7 

727 

2,344 

720 

4,045 

2,711 

1,036 

36 

•• 

1,043 

1,025 

310 

Total 

19,658 

(a) 12 

3,791 

7,873 

•• 

2,383 

Be vis ions. 







By Chief Magistrates of districts 
By Courts of Session 

8S2 

1,633 

(a) 1 

2,548 

2,970 


•• 


High ( By persons convicted . . 
Court, By Government 

1,543 

(a)l 

540 

447 

24 

142 

Total 

4,013 

(a) 2 

6,053 

447 

24 

142 

Gkand totad 

23,671 

(fl) 14 

9,849 

8.325j 24 

2,525 


JUDICIAL statement 

Statement showing use of Jurors and Assessors 




Number of accused persons in 

Class of courts in which 
jurors or assessors 
are employed. 

Established or 
average number of 
jurors or assessors in 
each case and 
prescribed 
qualifications. 


As to whom the 

Tried. 

Approved 

of 

verdict. 

Did not 
approve of 
verdict. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Courts of C Jurors 

Session. ^Assessors 

f Jurors 

High Court I 

Original J 

Criminal 

Jurisdiction. 

(.Assessors 

Number of jurors 5 

Ditto assessors 2 on: 
more. 

Number of jurors 9. 
Qualifications as des- 
cribed in section 319 
and 320 of the Code 
of Criminal Proce- 
cedure, 1898. 

Number of assessors 2 
or more. 

66 

7 

65 

7 

- 

Total 

•• 

73 

72 

•• 
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NO. 6 (Cbiminal). 

cases in the Agra Province for the year 1923. 


persons — 

Average 
number of 
days 
during 
which 
each 
appeal or 
revision 
case 
lasted. 

Eemarks. 

* 

Sen- 

tence 

reversed. 

Proceed- 

ings 

quashed. 

New 
trial or , 
further 
inquiry 
ordered. 

Referred 

for 

cevision 
to the 
High 
Court. 

Pending 

trial. 

14 

8 

9 

10 

11 

» 

12 

13 

2,102 

1,067 

259 

11 


97 

124 

40 

, , 

630 

691 

S23 

1 

31 ! 
13 1 
36 1 
58 : 

(a) Died. 

Complainants against accused 

833 -• 2,283 

604 .. •• 2,046 

1,437 .. - 4,334 

3,439 

•• 

261 

•• 

1,394 

22 

144 

23 

18 

21 

251 

222 

165 

4 

' 21 
173 

157 

215 

134 

29 

21 

38 

167 

290 

391 

194 

506 

23 

3,006 

290 

652 

: 

194 

2,400 

j 24 


NO. 13 (Ceiminal). 

in the criminal courts for the year 1923, 


jury trials. 

Number of accused persons in trials 
with assessors. 

Judge — 


As to whom the Judge — 

Made reference 
under section 
307 of the 
Code of 
Criminal 
Procedure. 

Tried. 

Agreed 
with all 
assessors. , 

Differed' 
from one or 
more, but 
not from- 
all the 
assessors-. 

Difiered 
from 
all the 
assessors. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 

5,089 

, . 

' 2,903 

* 1,237 1 

'■’*944 

1 

5,098 

2,903 

1,237 

944 



( 28 ) 


JUDICIAL STATE 

Statement showing the general result of the trial 


Persons whose cases were disposed of- 


By District Magistrates 
and other 1st class 
Magistrates. 


By Courts of 
Session, 


By High 
Court. 


Total for all 
Courts. 


Description of oSence. 


By commit- 
ment. 


Indian Penal Code. 

False evidence and ofiences 
against public justice, chap- 
ter XI. 

Ofiences affecting the public 
health, safety, convenience 
decency and morals, chap- 
ter XIV. ^ ^ 

' Offences anect- 
Ofiences affecting ing life, 
the human] Hurt 
body, chap- ’ Criminal force 
ter XYI. and assault. 

[ Eape 
f Theft 

C r i m i n a 1 
breach of 
trust. 

Ofiences against Beceiving of 
property, ^ stolen pro- 
chapter XVII. perty. 

Cheating 
Mischief 
Criminal tres- 
is pass. 

Criminal intimidation, insult 
and annoyance, chapter XXII. 
SpecmZ and Local Laws. 
Motor Vehicles Acts, nos. II of 
1911 and VIII of 1914. 
Cantonment Code of 1912 
North Western Province, Local 
Bates, Act no. Ill of 1878. 
Railway Act, no. IX of 1919 . . 

poison Act, no. XII of 1919 
Revenue Recovery Act, no. I of 
1890. 

Indian Arms Act, no, XI of 1873 
Cattle Trespass Act, I of 1871 . . 
Municipalities Act, no. II of 1816 
Police District Act, no, V of 1861 
Factory Act, no. XII of 1911 . . 
Excise Acts, no. IV of 1910, 
(Local) and 1 of 1915, 

Punjab Municipal Committee 
Act, no. XV of 1867. 

Total , • 


1 

1 1 


5 1 
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MENT NO, 14. 

of European British subjects during the year 1923. 


Of the total nuraher of persons shown in — 







Columns 6 

Columns 11 and 12, 

Columns 2 to o. 

Columns 6 to 8. 

■% 

to 10. 

Number whose cases were disposed 
of by— 

O rtS ^ 

o 

U1 

c/2 U 

CD O <D 
c/2 rrt _i-j 

C? 

rr-: -+3 

o 

CQ 

Number who claimed to 
be tried by a mixed 
jury, section 450 (1) 
of the Code, 

o 

m 

Magistrates. 

Sessions Judges, 

Number who claimed 
be 'tried by a mb 
jury, section 451 
of the Code. 

Number who did not 
claim. 

Number of those 
column 13 whose c 
were transferred u 
section 451 (9) of 
Code. 

Number who claime 
bo tried by a mi 
number of assesst 
Section 450 (2) of 
Code. 

Number who did not 
claim. 

Number who did noi 
claim. 

Being European 
British subject. 

Other than Euro- 
pean British 

subject. 

Being European 
British subject. 

Other than Euro- 
pean British 

subject. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

1 

■ 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 

•* 

•• 

•* 

•• 

2 



•• 

. . 

.. 

, , 




.. 


, , 










9 




* * 

•• 



•• 



3 


•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 

•• 

“l6 


.. 

•• 

*• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

-• 

•• 


8 

• • 


.. 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

1 


3 

*• 

1 

•• 






•• 


10 

1 


•• 

•• 

* e 

. . 






12 


•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 


•• 


•• 

2 


•• 


•• 

•• 

•• 





32 

8 



... 

'• 


•• 

• • 


1 


1 

1 


1 , 

* • 

•• 

•• 

• • 





1 

3 



•• 








3 


. . 

. . 








38 


. . 

. . 

- •* 




•• 

- 

•• 

3 

4 



•• 

' 




. . 

. . 


1 

-• 


- 

. . 

. . 




•• 

•• 

1 


•• 

•• 

• • 

•• 

•• 


•• 

2 

•• 

163 


2 

*• 


24 


Bemarts, 
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A,— Statement showing the 
the Courts of Session 
J)ecember, 1923, 


original work disposed of and the result of 

and Courts of Magistrates for the year ending 31s« 




Courts of Session. 


District. 

Gases disposed of. 

Pending. 

Nn-mber of persons 

whose cases were 
disposed of. i 

3 

o 

za c 
M c 

^ 

rrt 0. 

o ^ c 

li 1 

o 

05 P , 

1 3 

H w S o 

J ^ C5 

^ 9, o o 

2 2 O W 

1 

2 

3 

4 1 

5 

6 

Delira Dun 

Saharanpur 

Muzafiarnagar 

Meerut 

Bulandsbahr 

Aligarh 

Hitah ■ . * * 

Almora . . 

Garhwal 

I^ainiTal 

Bijnoc .. 

Budaun . . 

Moradabad. 

Bareilly . . 

Pilibhit . . 
Sbahjahanpur 

Muttra . • 

Farrukbabad 

Mainpuri 

Etawah , . - 
Jalauu •• 

Jhaosi .. 

Cawupora 

Fatebpur 

Banda - - 
Hamirpur 

Allahabad 

Gorakhpur 

Basti 

Jaunpur.. 

Azamgarh. 

Mirzapur 

Benares . , 

Ghazipur 

Ballia 

13 

66 

35 

115 

86 

83 

65 

23 

16 

31 

46 

79 

117 

104 

35 

96 

40 

88 

111 

53 

52 

16 

43 

107 

63 

46 

25 

66 

146 

40 
20 

41 
27 
38 

14 

15 

3 

22 

2 

10 

4 

5 

2 

‘*4 

13 

12 

16 

13 

13 

13 

2 

6 

3 

12 

12 

3 

1 

6 

8 

2 

5 

10 

13 

3 

3 

3 

3 

’*1 

1 

19 

123 

92 

340 

1S6 

216 

160 

32 

37 

109 

102 

249 

265 

248 

107 

247 

86 

162 

304 

128 

123 

34 

114 

254 

136 

130 

67 

206 

644 

76 

69 

141 

73 

59 

44 

22 

9 

86 

57 

257 

90 
101 
103 

29 

33 

91 
77 

174 

193 

181 

99 

141 

74 

137 

219 

74 

92 
19 
67 

161 

95 
92 
40 
145 
478 
' 46 
26 
62 
51 
31 
28 
12 

47 

70 

62 

76 

48 

47 

64 

91 

89 

S3 

75 

70 

73 

73 

93 

57 

86 

85 

72 

58 

76 

56 

59 

63 

70 

71 

59 

70 

74 

61 

38 

1 44 

1 70 

63 

1 64 

5 55 

Total 

. 2,056 

^ 239 

1 5,40^ 

t 3,67( 

5 68% 

High Court at Allah 
abad. 


5 

r 

1 

5 Tiy. 

Gea:sd''iotau ■ . 

. l2,05! 
i 

1 1 03 ' 
1 

9 js.a 

1 3,67 

5 1 68'/. 


Cotirts of Magistrates. 


o 


2,738 I 
4,893 
2,542 
7,034 
3,674 
4,611 
2,866 
976 
563 
1,561 
2,831 
3,661 


PH 


J25 


0^0 




a 


O o o 

^ O M 


5,303 
5,248 
2,099 
2,482 
4,407 
5,265 
2,819 
1.983 I 
2,136 
1,251 ’ 
2,958 
10,288 

1,726 

1.716 

1.717 
13,497 

9,291 
, 3,457 
2,865 
. 2,529 ’ 
. 2,009 
7,442 
1,570 
1,857 


3,918 
9,320 
5,809 
15,228 
7,902 
9,439 I 
6,214 
2,249 
1,279 
2,619 
6,411 
8,828 

10,075 

9,613 

3.691 

5,188 

8,112 

9,268 

5,327 

4,293 

4,211 

2,556 

5,342 

15,177 

3,266 
4,385 
3,202 
19,997 
19,841 
9,904 
6,368 
6,210 
4,164 
12,336 
I 3,627 
4,105 


10 


2,344 

3,420 

1,516 

4,945 

2,537 

2,802 

2,097 

1,200 

479 

1,057 

1,442 

3,992 

4,222 

4,156 

1,458 

1,878 

3,600 

4,580 

2,101 

1,321 

I, 768 
754 

2,173 

10,375 

1,214 

1,302 

1,077 

II, 967 
6,301 
1,639 

1 1,346 

' 1,268 
1,420 
8.003 
1,149 
1,215 


11 


„33,869 2,597 259,474 104,118 


133,869 2,597 2,59,474 104,118 


60 

37 

26 

32 

32 

30 

34 

53 

37 

40 

22 

45 

42 

43 

40 

36 

44 
.49 

39 

31 
42 
30 

41 
63 

37 
30 
34 
60 

32 
, 17 

21 

20 

34 

65 

32 

29 


40fa 


40“^. 
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J5, Statement showing the numher of appeals and applications for revision and 

the numher of persons ivhose cases came before the Courts of Sessions Judges 
and of District Magistrates on appeal or for revision with the result as 
affecting the order of the lower courts during the year 1923. 


District, 


1 


Dehra Dau . . 

Sabaranpur . . 
Mii'/affaruagar 
Meerut 
Bulaudshabr 

Aligarh •• 

Etah . ‘ 

Aim or a 
Garhwal . . 
Naiui Tal . . 

Bipor 
Budaun 
Moradabad . . 
Bareilly 
Pilibhit 

Shahjahanpur - 

Muttra 

Agra 

Farrukhabad 
Mainpuri . . 

Etawah 

Jalaun 

Jbansi 

Cawnpore . . 
Fatebpur . . 

Banda 
Hamirpur 
Allahabad . . 
Gorakhpur . . 
Basil . . 

Jaiinpur 
' Azam garb ,, 
Mirzapur . . 
Benares 
Gbazipur . . 
Ballia 


Total 


6 pj 


P 


’Tj 

d 


P-t 


Courts of Session, 


o ^ 

5-1 

IS 


C5 

a s 


^ P4 CD 

■to 2 


^ 

F4 

& (ij o 

C3 iri 

C? VI rcJ 
O O o 

V Q « d 
^•§00 


o nzi 


O 3 


Courts of 
Jilagistrates. 


P 


: Bemarks* 


np 

P 


10 


66 

5 

T'' 

52 

46 

48 

87 

1 

43 

212 

12 

158 

41 

107 

65 

153 

123 

5 

120 

69 

76 

64 

184 

411 

24 

517 

69 

425 

86 

435 

231 

6 

265 

43 

1S2 

70 

321 

255 

3 

313 

77 

190 

61 

153 

141 

4 

156 

35 

100 

66 

141 

66 

74 

79 

46 

61 

30 

11 

3 

16 

26 

10 

100 - 

IS 

107 

13 

108 

61 

77 

78 

55 . 

123 

7 

141 

84 

114 

80 

87 

319 

12 

465 

35 

294 

67 

221 

548 

4 

560 

81 

410 

71 

236 

819 

14 

377 

68 

212 

63 

215 

104 

3 

117 

93 

73 

74 

79 

259 

8 

352 

83 

239 

63 

139 

159 

11 

1 240 

54 

123 

58 

147 

249 

s' 

330 

38 

272 

[ 89 

170 

179 

6 

238 

46 

158 1 

71 

113 

129 

22 

144 

81 

83 

87 

1 113 ■ 

211 

19 

258 

48 

170 

80 

142 . 

60 

5 

8*3 

83 

43 

92 

40 • 

97 

12 

128 

66 

70 

82 

80 

266 

6 

290 

* 26 

173 

60 

97 

199 

86 

270 

80 

184 

71 

60 

87 

4 

173 

46 

113 

70 

48 

63 

3 

90 

69 

69 

-70 

81 • 

147 

8 

221 

31 

113 

56 

306 - 

329 

14 

311 

46 

221 

53 

2c9 

133 

11 

197 

67 

105 

61 

202 ’ 

97 

4 

139 

48 

53 

40 

173 

172 

5 

230 

1 59 

119 

-52 

101 • 

136 

215 

7 

3 

127 

231 

60 

46 

73 

182 

62 

76 

81 

- 166 

105 

'80 

15 

1 15 

102 

164 

1 45 

45 

66 

53 

74 

46 

106 

112 

1 

6,39£ 

5 336 

, 7,747 

' SI? 

i 5,046 

" 68f. 

, 1 5,117 


2 ' 

7 ^ 
27 

9 

14 

6 

5 
2 

6 

13 
11 

14 
3 

5 

6 

M 

5' 

6 

1 

11 

6 

13- 

2 

59 

22 

9. 


7 
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G, — Statement showing partimlcm regarding witnesses in the Courts of Session 
and Magistrates for the year ending 3l£fi5 'December, 1923, 


District. 


Courts 

of Session. 

! 


Courts of Magis 

trates. 


Number of persons svho 
attended as witnesses. 

Number of witnesses 
examined. 

Number of witnesses 
discharged after the 
second day. 

Number to whom pay- 
ments ’were made. 

Amount paid. 

o 

Number of i^essons who 
attended as witnesses. 

Number of witnesses 
examined. 

Number of witnesses 
discharged after the 
second day. 

Number to whom pay- * 
ments were made. 

Amount paid. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 9 

10 

11 






Rs. 




Es. 

Dehra Dun 

143 

130 

2 

70 

399 

4,368 

3,126 224 

277 

1,758 

Sahara npur 

761 

615 

93 

401 

1,973 

9,724 

8,460 397 

1,912 

5,319 

Muzahannagar , . 

435 

329 

130 

336 

943 

7,288 

6,275 422 

2,867 

6,262 

Meerut 

1,692 

1,415 

299 

1,1S0 

2,616 

14,114 

11,243 350 

4,036 

9,256 

Bulandshahr . . 

987 

£01 

129 

838 

2,865 

9,686 

7,402 G05 

3,186 

8,575 

Aligarh . . 

1,073 

820 

63 

944 

2.275 

11,340 

10,635 679 

2,136 

5,012 

Etah 

1,250 

979 

21 

973 

3,228 

6,902 

5,971 398 

3,006 

6,685 

Almora 

216 

207 


184 

1,256 

1,118 

993 77 

590 

803 

•Garhwal 

374 

374 

5 

324 

5,366 

1,632 

1,568 63 

691 

1,139 

ITaini Tal 

732 

717 

36 

588 

6,908 

3,149 

2,702 83 

1.463 

5,439 

Bijnor . • 

616 

425 

27 

479 

1,008 

6,635 

5,652 132 

2,383 

7,835 

Budaun 

1,215 

718 

263 

898 

1,978 

9,467 

8,038 284 

6,156 

16,971 

Horadabad 

1,631 

1,101 

87 

1,285 

2,709 

10,638 

9,465 368 

3,191 

6,199 

Bareilly 

1,619 

1,324 

542 

1,467 

3,838 

8,657 

6,601 866 

2,897 

4,622 

Pilibhit 

535 

490 

136 

431 

2,024 

2,282 

1,961 197 

1,263 

1,345 

.'Shahjahanpur . . 

1,622 

991 

209 

1,360 

3,012 

6,714 

5,767 280 

3,343 

4,915 

Muttra • • 

565 

468 

46 

435 

1,712 

6,076 

5,090 207 

1,097 

2,181 

Agra • , 

862 

631 

23 

661 

2,632 

11,567 

9,921 383 

3,204 

8,569 

Earrukhabad . . 

2,149 

1,495 

194 

1,758 

3,219 

11,317 

8,789 499 

4,196 

6,940 

Mainpuri 

929 

742 

60 

698 

1,302 

4,606 

3,315 276 

1,752 

4,034 

Etawah 

741 

624 

167 

530 

911 

7,181 

6,881 243 

1,932 

3,635 

Jalaun 

216 

173 

34 

142 

300 

2,405 

1,605 203 

3,004 

1,593 

Jhansi 

565 

462 

174 

345 

1,176 

9,276 

6,616 569 

2,027 

3,989 

Dawnpore • . 

1,207 

1,114 

46i 

805 

2,635 

11,527 

10,664 526 

3,129 

3,883 

Eatehpur 

595 

534 

130 

506 

818 

6,145 

5,349 451 

1,872 

2,917 

Banda 

635 

418 

100 

539 

1,717 

4,304 

3,303 102 

1,530 

2,918 

Hamirpur 

421 

328 

21 

352 

760 

5,163 

4,232 462 

1,811 

3,341 

Allahabad 

1,100 

767 

371 

804 

1,933 

16,652 

11,603 506 

3,203 

5,206 

•Gorakhpur 

2,437 

1,777 

716 

2,145 

5,790 

17,914 

16,893 202 

4,372 

8,491 

Basti 

630 

456 

216 

544 

2,152 

7,312 

5,979 698 

2,971 

6,326 

Jaunjpur 

135 

98 

22 

112 

187 

4,627 

3,887 354 

1,767 

i 4,064 

Azarcgarh 

631 

518 

91 

505 

809 

6,364 

5,785 186 

2,172 

2,922 

Mirzapur 

436 

363 

117 

338 

1,007 

4,481 

4,030 329 

992 

2,033 

Benares .. , 

518 

329 

70 

47 

554 

11,275 

9,723 257 

1,574 

4,708 

Ghazipur . . ! 

160 

167 

22 

110 

121 

4,350 

3,728 

1,730 

2,335 

Ballia 

175 

167 

10 

118 

254 

1 

4,378 

4,619 548 

764 

1,745 

j 

Total 

30,133 

23,217 

5,092 

23,402 

71,887 271,634 

227,812 12,426 

88,101 

1,74,476 

High Court at 

27 

27 


20 

1,054 





Allahabad. 









GPwA:7d total 

30,160 

23,244 

. 5,092 

23,422 

i 

82.941; 271.034 

227,812 12,426 | 

83,101 

1,74,476 
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D.-^Sintement slioioing the total amount of fines imposed and realized and 
amount paid hy way of compensation in the exercise of original jurisdiction* 
hy the criminal courts in 1923. 


% 



Courts of Session. 

Courts of Magistrates, 

District. 



Total 
imount of 
fines 
imposed. 

% 

Amount 

realized. 

Amount 
paid by 
way of 
compen- 
sation. 

Total 
amount 
of fines 
imposed. 

Amount 

realized. 

Amount 
paid by 
way of 
com pen* 
sation. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 




Es. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Rs. 

Es, 

Rs." 

Dehra Dun . . 
Saliaranpur . . 
Muzafiarnagar 

•* 

*• 

1,010 

500 

400 

10 

6,483 

"200 

14,797 

22,692 

19,843 

14,292 

21,182 

16,395 

1,193 

371 

884 

Meerut 

Bulandshatt 

Aligarh 


• • 

2,350 

550 

1,300 

2,666 

1,561 

9C0 

”700 

50 

49,202 

26,762 

18,155 

44,839 

24.334 

17,035 

5,002 

3,646 

1,627 

Etah 

Almora 

Garhwal 

•• 

• • 

200 

475 

100 

783 

175 

" 25 

23,819 

16,395 

7,360 

20,099 

14,401 

7,035 

1,824 

3,046 

660 

Naini Tal 

Bijnor 

Budaun 



100 

700 

930 

100 

620 

437 

**162 

13,377 

11,177 

17,003 

12,132 

10,426 

14,139 

963 

1,157 

787 

Moradabad . . 

Bareilly 

Pilibhit 



2,051 

1,400 

400 

223 

1,325 

100 

• • 

26,603 

33,139 

8,168 

22,959 

27,999 

7,753 

2,443 

4,404 

1,197 

Shahjahanpur 

Muttra 

Agra 

•• 

•• 

950 

200 

1,100 

847 

250 

650 

697 

**900 

13,557 

20,623 

29,637 

11,067 

20,259 

21,420 

802 

1,386 

2,837 

Earrukliabad 

Mainpuri 

Etawah , . 



5,995 

850 

615 

3,644 

331 

175 

1,082 

15,442 

9,146 

22,354 

12,579 

7,801 

15,957 

3,446 

394 

1,437 

J alauTi • • 

Jhansi 

Cawnpore 


.. 

100 

50 

2,850 

100 

50 

2,181 

* • 

3,851 

13,863 

57,617 

3,589 

11,987 

51,102 

217 

988 

2,034 

Patehpur 

Banda 

Hainirpur .. 


^ • 

2,300 

2,870 

1,800 

135 

260 

432 

* * 

16,224 

18,042 

6,277 

13,116 

14,036 

5,772 

1,653 

2,039 

398 

Allahabad 

Gorakhpur . . 

Basil 

•• 

« t 

• « 

8,250 

1,600 

250 

4,164 

940 

* • 

68,706 

24,544 

17,525 

65,331 

19,781 

14,381 

6,094 

2,167 

1,965 

Jaunpur 

Azamgarh 

Mirzapur ♦ . 

• • 

•• 

1,250 

"350 

"300 

, . 

10,043 

7,808 

11,026 

8,347 

6,612 

10,718 

l',263 

676 

87« 

Benares 

Ghazipur 

Ballia 


# • 

8,100 

1,275 

800 

516 

14 

800 

200 

*• 

30,859 

13,526 

8,656 

26,641 

11,968 

6,098 

2,316 

545 

360 

Total 

» * 

1 49,021 

30,697 

1 4,016 

7,27,808 

6,33,532 

61,512 



< Si ) 


— Statement showing the resnJt of appeals and applications for revision in 
the High Court for the year ending 3lst December^ 1923. 


Sessions division. 

Appeals, 

Number of persons who 
appealed. 

Number of persons whose 
sentence or order was 
confirmed. 

Number of persons whose ! 
sentence or order was ■ 
modified. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Agra .. 

9 * 

209 

165 

so 

Aligarh 

f • 

156 

84 

38 

Allahabad • • 


161 

38 

36 

Azamgarh 


51 

34 

4 

Bud aim 


150 

91 

23 

Bareilly 


142 

94 

15 

Benares 


50 

29 

4 

Bulandshahr 


95 

39 

49 

Cawnpore 


325 

181 

73 

Farrukhabad 


199 

135 

24 

Gbazipur 


SO 

14 

15 

Gorakhpur # . 


444 

215 

187 

Jhansi * . 


49 

39 

4 

Kumaun 


163 

112 

16 

^leerut 


219 

181 

19 

Horadabad 


239 

179 

46 

Mainpuri 


117 

84 

13 

Sabaranpur 


78 

47 

9 

Shah^’abanpur 


125 

83 

15 

Total 

•• 

' 2,992 

1,849 

620 


Applications for revision. 


bo 

PI 


rj -4^ 

:z; 


14 

34 

87 

13 

38 

33 

17 

7 

71 

40 

1 

42 

6 

25 

19 

14 

20 
22 
22 


a 

pi 




Pu U 

d o 


523 


92 
61 
104 
50 j 

69 

39 

130 

27 

165 

57 

132 

94 

25 

65 

155 

114 

76 

57 

81 


. . P! 
, o o 

,^-g 
o 
3 c/2 

:z5 


37 

31 

72 

30 

20 

24 

no 

23 

97 

45 

103 

52 

14 

31 
121 

73 

43 

36 

21 


1,543 


983 


47 

18 

22 

11 

39 
11 
16 

2 

58 

9 

13 

40 

9 

20 

19 

35 

26 

IS 

8 


421 


bo ' 

•3 

d 


■3^ — : 

B-i 

d ^ 


Remarks. 


8 

12 

10 

9 

10 

4 

4 

2 

10 
3 

16 

2 

2 

14 

15 
1 

7 

3 

2 


134 


10 


F> — Statement showing the criminal hminesa coming before the High Court in 1923, 


P^scription of ease. 

Remain- 
; ing from 
1922, 

Filed in 
1923, 

Disposed 
of in 
1923. 

Remain- 
ing at 
close of 
1923. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 : 

5 1 

6 

Original business 

i 

3 

3 

1 


Total 


i ^ 

. 3 

i 




— Statement showing the criminal business coming before the High Court 

in 1923— (concluded). 


^ Description of case. 

Hemain- 
ing from 
1922. 

piled in 
1923. 

Disposed 
of in 1 
1923. 1 

Remain- 
ing at 
close of 
1923. 

Bemarks, 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

» 

Appeals. 





- 

By persons convicted by sessions judges 

47 

976 

923 

100 


By Local Government from judgments of 
acquittals. 

4 

21 

24 

1 


Total 

51 

997 

947 

101 








Eef trances. 






Gases in which the judge disagreed with the 
verdict, section 807, Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. 

*• 

1 

* * 

' 1 


Capital references under section 374, Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 

8 

126 

121 

IS 


Cases under section 341, Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 

•• 

4 

4 ’ 



Total . . 

8 

131 

125 

14 


Be visions. 






Cases referred under section 438, Code of Cri- 
minal Procedure, decided by — 






(1) Magistrates .. 

• . 

10 

7 

3 


(2) Sessions judges 

5 

135 

CO 

3 


Oases under section 439, Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure, decided by — 






(1) Magistrates .. 

9 

121 

120 

10 


(2) Sessions judges 

19 

440 

416 

43 


Total 

33 

706 

6S0 

59 


Other miscellaneous cases 

3 

' 265 

264 

4 


Total 

3 

■ 265 

264 

4 


GIiakd total 

95 

■ 2,102 

2,019 

178 
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Note CO the administration of Criminal Justice during 
tiie calendar j^ear 1924 o ^ 


The total number of sessions divisions remained the same, 19, as in 
the previous year. 

In addition tQ the permanent courts of Additional Sessions Jiid^^es, 
temporary Additional Sessions Jtidges worked at the following places 
during the year tor the periods indicated against each 

Agra, June 16 to June 26, 1924. 

Allahabad, March 2 to March 5, 1924. 

Bareilly, January 1 to Febuary 1 and again from Ao.gust 2S to 
December 31, 1924. 

Gorakhpur, September 15 to December 14, 1924. 

Mainpuri at Etavvah, December 1 to December 81, 1924* 

Moradabad, July 17 to September S, 1924. 

Saharanpur, — one from January 1 to September 24, the second 
from January I to August 20 and the third from Jaunary 1 
to July 7, 1924. 

2 There was again a slight increase in the total number of offences 
reported including those pending from the previous year under the Indian 
Penal Code from 107,982 to 108,461 and in the number of cases reported 
as true from 76,440 to 77,031. The number of cases brought to trial 
during the year rose from 66,717 to 67,791 and the number of persons 
undertrial from 1,71,719 to 175,246. * 

The figures are the highest since 1919 but the negligible increase in 
the number of cases disposed of by the Courts of Sessions indicates as in 
1923 that it is not the more serious forms of crime that have contributed 
appreciably to the general increase. It is true that there was rise in the 
number of cases brought to trial of offences affecting life, but, on the other 
band, there were fewer cases of dacoity and robbery and of rape, while 
those of theft fell from 8,018 to 7,366. 

Offences chiefly responsible for the total increase were those of hurt, 
criminal force and assault, criminal breach of trust and mischief. It 
may safely be assumed that by far the greater majority of these were 
petty complaint cases, signifying not so much an increase in lawlessness 
as a greater readiness to resort to the courts for the settlement of 
small quarrels and disputes. 

Offences reported against the State have again progressively declined, 
owing presumably to the more settled political conditions during 
the year. Offences against the public tranquillity however have again 
increased. Considerable bitterness remained after the communal riots 
of the previous year, which found expression in further disturbances in 
Allahabad and other places in 1924. There was little variation in the 
figures of contempts of the lawful authority of public servants. The 
number is still high but this form of crime appears to have been par- 
ticularly prevalent in certain districts and not throughout the Province. 
In Moradabad and Basti for instance there was a marked decline, In 


Judicial 

staff. 


Judicial 
statement 
no. 2. 



iiJiahabad, on the other hand, the number of these offences doubled and in 
Etawah, Mainpuri and Benares they almost trebled. No explanation is 
offered of the differences in these districts except by the District Magis« 
trate of Mainpuri who accounts for the large increase in his district by 
a greater number of cases having been instituted under section 174, 
Indian Penal Code, against persons who did not attend the courts after the 
service of summonses particularly in respect of citations for payment of 
land revenue and canal dues ’'b More careful surveillance on the part of 
the police probably again accounts for the rise in the number of offences 
affecting the public health, safety, etc. Of offences affecting life, though 
more cases were brought to trial, fewer persons were aciually concerned, 
and more than two hundred fewer persons were convicted. There was 
an increase of S42 in the number of eases of hurt brought to trial during 
1924 and of over 1,400 in the number of persons tried, but the number of 
persons convicted only rose by 129. There was a decrease in the number 
of cases of theft brought to trial, but prosecution seems on the whole to 
have been more successful, for, whereas there were nearly a thousand less 
persons undertrial, persons convicted decreased by only 500. It is 
signiticant, however, that more than one District Magistrate attributes this 
decrease not to less crime, but to fewer discoveries and reports on account 
of the reduction in the number of village chowkidars that was effected 
during the year. 

Cases of robbery and dacoity fell by six, but the number of persons 
undertrial increased by 600. Those convicted were actually IS fewer 
than in 1923, but 996 remained uudertrial at the end of the year as 
compared with 808 at the end of 1923. A satisfactory feature of the year 
in this respect was the breaking up of some big gangs of dacoits that had 
long been harassing certain areas, as for instance, in Bareilly, Mainpuri and 
the neighbouring dUstricts, 

Cases of criminal breach of trust brought to trial increased by nearly 
300 and persons undertrial by nearly 400, but the number of persons 
convicted was actually less than in 1923. The increase in the figures for 
the offence of mischief is curiously enough almost exactly the same. 
More than half the districts in the province show an increase in the 
number of ofifences against the person. In Aligarh, Bulaudshahr and 
Allahabad the numbers rose by 307, 233 and 214 respectively. The 
largest decrease is found in the returns from Ghazipur, namely, 345. No 
explanation is given of these figures in Aligarh and Bulaudshahr, In 
Allahabad the communal riots are said to have been responsible for the 
increase and in Ghazipur the decrease seems to have been due to more 
effective action under section 107 of the Criminal Procedure Code. 

Offences reported against property again decreased. Of the districts 
that share in this, Basti shows the highest figure, 213, In Meerut, on the 
other hand, the number of these offences rose by 410. In the majority of 
districts the increase or decrease calls for no comment. 

The number of offences reported under special and local laws, includ- 
ing those pending from the previous year, rose from 82,526 to 89,844. ^ 
The number of cases before the courts was 75,523. Of 104j391 persons 
put upon their trial 77,289 were convicted. Activity under these laws has 
progressively increased with astonishing rapidity in the last five years 
and these are by far the highest figures hitherto recorded, 



( 3 ) 

Oases brought to trial under the Arms Act fell by 58 and the number 
of persons convicted by 69. Under the Canals, Drainage and Embank- 
ments Act, 385 fewer persons were brought to trial than in 1923. Prose- 
cutions under the Cantonments Military Act went back to much the 
same figure as in 1922. There was a marked decrease in offences brought 
to trial under the Cattle Trespass Act from 3,975 to 3,083, while persons 
tried and convicted fell by more than 1,700 and 700 respectively. The 
successful campaign of the last year against large gangs of dacoits is 
presumably again i^sponsible for the fall in the number of persons tried 
for offences under the Criminal Tribes Act from 1,679 to 1,49L Prosecu- 
tions under the Excise Act increased by 196 and convictions by 153. The 
explanation of this increase in the total figures for the Province is pro- 
bably the same as that given by' the District Magistrate of Allahabad for 
the increase in his own district, namely, “ the prohibitive rate of duty 'oq 
country-liquor which has driven the poorer classes to illicit distillation.’^ 
The increase in the number of persons prosecuted under the Forest Act 
was more than 200, but convictions rose by only 26. There were actually 
seven fewer cases of gambling brought to trial than in 1923, but eonvic* 
tions increased by more than 250. 

A quite remarkable increase in activity was displayed under the 
Municipalities and the Police District Acts, Prosecutions under the 
former rose by more than four thousand and convictions by more than 
three thousand. Under the latter* cases brought to trial increased from 
12,331 to 15,553 and convictions from 13,884 to 16,653. Under both 
these Acts, but particularly under the latter, the proportion of convictions 
to persons prosecuted wavS most satisfactory. Prosecutions for cruelty to 
animals also were more numerous and were correspondingly successful. 
There were 159 and 178 fewer convictions respectively under the Railways 
and the Workmen’s Breach of Contract Acts than in the previous year. 
Prosecutions and convictions for offences under the Town Areas Act, 
which in 1923 showed “an astonishing decline ” have in the year under 
review exceeded the very high figures of 1922. Cases before the courts 
rose from 803 to 1 413 and convictions from 767 to 1,616. More than one 
District Magistrate had been compelled to draw the attention of local 
authorities to the maladministration of the Act. The improvement in con- 
ditions suggested by the progressive decline in the number of prosecutions 
under the Sanitation Act during the previous few years was presumably 
more apparent than real as there has been a marked rise in prosecutions 
and convictions in the year under review. 

The disparity between the number of persons convicted of offences 
under the Indian Penal Code and the number brought to trial is as usual 
very striking. Taking all classes of offences together only one person 
out of five is convicted. In the group consisting of hurt and criminal 
force the proportion is one in ten. Only one person out of fifteen accused 
of criminal intimidation is convicted • and only one out of seventeen 
accused of offences against marriage. These are all cases instituted on 
complaint. In the case of theft, the proportion of convictions is one in 
three. In the case of offences against the public tranquillity, convictions 
slightly exceed acquittals and discharges.^ The only important heads 
under which convictions largely exceed acquittals are contempts of the 
authority of public serva*nts (2,353 to 1,236), offences affecting 
health, etc. (1,180 to 599) and the receiving of stolen property (1,152 to 
4S5). The contrast between the last of these and|the figures for theit is 
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insfcrncfcive ; it is asually much easier to prove dishonest possession than to 
prove actual tlieft. 

_ Except in a few instances^ of which proceedings under section 107, 
Criminal Procedure Code, and excise offences are the most conspicuous, the 
percentage of convictions for offences under special and local laws is very 
much higher, and this raises the general average. ^ 

3, In Magistrates’ Courts the number of persons convicted per cent, 
of those that were brought to trial rose one point to'41, but in Courts 
of Sessions it fell from 68 to 61. Only two Judges have offered any 
explanation of the decrease in percentage of convictions, namely, those 
of Sabaranpur and Shabjahanpur who attribute it to a large number of 
acquittals in riot cases. In the districts* the highest percentages are 
found in the same order as in 1923, namely, Cawnpore with 67, Allahabad 
and Benares with 63 and DehraBun with 61. In the Basti and Jaunpur 
courts only 16 and 17 per cent, of persons tried were convicted. In 
Budaun the percentage fell by II points during the year to 34. The 
Sessions Cem’ts of Garhwab Mirzapur, Debra Dim and Jhansi show the 
highest percentages and Allahabad, Jaunpur and Hamirpur the lowest. 
In Allahabad the figure was 34 as compared with 70 in the previous 
year. 

In considering the average percentage of convictions in Magistrates’ 
Courts it must be borne in miod that a very large number of accused 
is discharged or acquitted in cases In which either the prosecution has been 
withdrawn or the offence has been compounded, i.e., cases, the large 
* majority of which if fully tried oat to a conclusion, would result in convic- 
tions. In Jhansi the District Magistrate states that half the number of 
persons brought to trial under the Indian Penal Code was acquitted on 
withdrawal of the prosecution. 

The percentage of cases dismissed under section 203 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code feii from 20 to 19. The highest percentage is shown by 
Ghazipur 43. Jaunpur, Basti, Budaun and Muzaffarnagar all show over 
30 per cent. In Cavvnpore the percentage was only 3, in Ballia 5 and in 
Azamgarh and Pilibhit 7. If cases under special and local laws are 
excluded, the percentage of cases dismissed under this section in the 
Cawnpore Courts rises to over 11, but this is still extremely low. 

The Court in every annual report have to draw the attention of Magis- 
trates to the failure to make adequate use of this section and they I'egrec 
that these repeated notices have in so many cases had so little effect, 
though mainly it is not only Honorary Magistrates who are at fault. In 
several districts powers to entertain complaints have been withdrawn 
from them, and in these instances the blame must lie on the deputy 
magistrates to whose court they are subordinate. The cause in most oases 
is the same, — as stated by one District Magistrate—'^ partly laziness 
and partly the desire to take what at the time seems to be the line of 
least resista-nce.” A few minutes spent by the magistrate entertaining the 
complaint in examining the complainant would often result in the 
dismissal of the complaint at the outset and save the complainant, the 
accused and their Avitnesses frequent attendances in an Honorary Court, 
usually resulting in withdrawal or compromise. The work of the 
magisterial courts is quite heavy enough without the addition of these 
unnecesary case% 

It. is satisfactory to be able to report a further rise in the number of 
persons dealt with under section 250 Criminal Procedure Code from 375 
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to 47‘i. The amount of compensation imposed increased from Rs. 9,178 to 
Rs. 11,814. The highest number of orders under this section was 
passed in the courts at Allahabad, namely, 34. Gorakhpur, Meerut and 
Basti come next with 83, 28 and 27 respectively. Against only one 
person was such an order passed in Jalaun and against three in Ballia, 
Azamgarh, and Dehra Duo. In Shahjahanpur the number of persons 
ordeied to pay compensation rose from 7 to 28 and in Basti from 6 to 27, 
while in Ghazipur on the other hand it fell from 18 to 8. 

Tbe same inequality in the use of the section is observable throughout 
the courts as in 1923. The hgures seem to bear no ratio to the number 
of persons or of cases brought to trial or inversely to the peroentao-e 
of persons convicted/ It; is impossible therefore to arrive at even an 
approximate estimate of the number of times the section might or should 
have been employed. But the fact remains that of G7,97i cases brought 
to trial under the Indian Penal Code, 31,168 were cases of hurt^ criminal 
force and assault and criminal intimidation and that the persons 
discharged or acquitted in these cases numbered 77,656. It is then equally 
impossible to believe that action under this section could have been taken 
at the most in 474 cases. Some alteration might with advantage be made 
in the procedure of the section, as was pointed out in the report of 1923, 
but that is no excuse for Magistrates in many cases ignoring its u'^e 
altogether. Action consistently taken, as opportunity offers, wuli amply 
repay the extra trouble involved. 

4. There has been a slight rise in the number of cases, including Courts of 
references under Chapter VII of the Criminal Procedure Code, committed Sessions* 
to the Courts of Sessions from 2,273 to 2,360, w^hile the number of 
persons committed to these courts has increased from 6,187 to 6,453. 

There was a marked increase in the numbers both of cases and of 
persons committed at Saharanpur from 78 to 110 and 347 to 514 respec- 
tively. This was mainly due to the communal riots in that city in the 
autumn of 1923. There was also a considerable increase in tbe number 
of persons committed to sessions in Bareilly, Etawah and Bijnor. In 
each case the increase was due to iie successful rounding up of gangs of 
criminals. With regard to the returns of dacoity from Bijnor the District 
Magistrate remarks Actually there was a marked decrease in the number 
of offences reported, but the police were far more successful than in 1923 
in working out cases and bringing them to trial.” The largest decrease 
in the number of persons committed was in Gorakhpur, where the stringent 
measures taken to suppress dacoity and robbery in the previous year had 
excellent results. 

Cases of offences under Chapter XII of the Indian Penal Code 
committed to Courts of Sessions increased by 4 to 13 and the persons 
involved from 15 to 24. The increase was greatest in Allahabad, w^here 
the Adh Kumbh Mela always attracts gangs of counterfeit coiners. Cases 
of offences against life increased by 36 to 640, but the number of persons 
committed fell from 1,732 to 1,571. Individually Shahjahanpur and Budaun 
show the largest increases under this head. Shahjahanpur was the scene 
of serious communal riots in September, 1924, In Budaun, a notorious 
dacoit, Dhani, and his gang were finally brought to trial. In Allahabad 
too communal riots were responsible for an increase in the number of 
cases under these sections. Cases of hurt and kidnapping committed rose 

2 
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by 17 ond 12 respectively, but in the former the number of persons 
involved fell from 393 to 31S. Cases of rape show an appreciable decrease 
from 128 to 105. Cases of dacoity and robbery committed to Sessions 
Courts rose from 543 to 615 and the number of persons brought to trial 
from 2,438 to 2,849. As has been noted above, these increases are due 
rather to more successful action on the part of the police against large 
ga.igs of dacoits particularly in the districts of Saharan pur anc} Bareilly 
than to any increase in this form of crimeo It is hoped that the disposal 
of these- formidable gangs during 1924 will produce a marked decline in 
the returns of crime under these sections in the present year. 

Taking these facts therefore into consideration and also the fact that 
serious cases of riot that had occurred in the previous year were committed 
for trial in the year under review, it wifi be seen that these figures do not 
really indicate any appreciable increase in the more serious forms of crime. 

5. The total number of persons bound over to keep the peace fell 
from 3,856 to 2,7SO, out of 9,967 persons whose cases were disposed of. 
The percentage was therefore almost exactly 28. The districts where 
the section was used most effectively were Bareilly and Budaun, where 
the persons bound over numbered 356 and 204 respective!}'. In Bareilly 
extended use of the section was necessitated by the tension in communal 
feeling during the year. In Budaun the figures show a remarkable 
decrease from those of the previous year, which were 1,063, The District 
Magistrate attributes this chiefly to the adoption of a policy recommended 
by Government but remarks that the figure is startlingly low for a 
quarrelsome district like Budaun.’^ In Dehra Dun only six persons were 
bound over. In Shabjahanpur action was taken against 205 persons, of 
wdiom all but 28 were discharged. The District Magistrate complains 
of the difficulty of working the section and expresses the opinion that 
many of the bad riots Avhich disfigure the history of this district 
during the past year could possibly have been prevented by action 
under this section, which was not taken for want of timely information.'* 
On the other hand the Magistrate of Saharanpur complains that both 
Magistrates and Police interfere unduly in party and personal quarrels and 
unnecessarily drag a number of persons to court. But the remedy for 
these faults obviously lies with Magistrates themselves, 

Magistrates have always to bo on their guard against attempts by ' 
unscrupulous persons to abuse the section for private ends, but the fact 
that less than a third of those against whom notices are issued are ulti- 
mately bound over is no great matter for surprise. The mere issue of 
notice in many cases leads the parties to come to terms and effect a 
compromise, while, in other cases, it is impossible to tell until notice hag 
issued whether the charges complained of are real or not. Instances have 
occurred in which the complainant has been murdered while the Magis-* 
trate was making up his mind whether to issue notice. At the same 
time there are districts, such as Gorakhpur, where only 164 persons were 
bound over out of 1,089 brought to trial, in which the disparity is so great 
as to indicate almost certainly that notices had been issued without 
sufficient discrimination. 

There was a further decrease in the number of persons bound over to 
be of good behaviour from 4,497 to 3,661. But little more than half the 
districts share in this, which is mainly due to the fall in the figures shown by 
Gorakhpur, from 454 to 85 and Budaun, from 504 to 148, In Gorakhpur 
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the large gangs of dacoits sent up for trial appear to have included 
most of the habitual criminals m the district. The District Magistrate of 
Budaun actribntes the decrease to the strenuous campaign under these 
sections that had characterised the administration of the district in the 
two previous years. Similar reasons are given for the fall in number in 
Jaunpur from 113 to 21. In Mainpuri and Saharanpur where the numbers 
rose fron^ 84 to 165 and from i5 to 136, respectively, vigorous action was 
called for to prevent the formation of gangs of criminals. In Alio-arh 
269 persons were bound over as compared with 109 in the previous year 
The District Magistrate remarks “ Had it not been for the strenuous 
action taken under this section and under the Criminal Tribes Act, the 
recent retrenchments in the police force would have caused a still larger 
increase in the voluffie of crin^, so largely committed by habitLi 
oltenders/' 

6. The toUl oiuTiber of persons undertrial during the year rose from Judicial 
2,77,925 to 2,85,395, and the number of witnesses examined from 2,51,056 statemeut 
to 2,63,136. Witnesses examined in the magisterial courts numbered 
2,36,737 and those in the Courts of Sessions, 26,399. It is to be regretted 
that the number of witnesses discharged after the second day, i.e„ detained 
more than two days, rose in magisterial courts by just under 2,500. 

There is no doubt that the amendment to section 256 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure renders it more difficult for Magistrates to avoid 
detaining witnesses, but the delay may be reduced by framing a charo-e 
as soon as a prima facie case is made out. Moreover the section gives 
the Magistrate power for special reasons to direct the recall and cross- 
examination of prosecution witnesses forthwith. There must be many 
eases, especially where the offence is trivial or the evidence of minor im- 
portance, ip which the Magistrate would be justified in makiog use of this 
provision in order to avoid unnecessarily harassing a witness who may 
have come a considerable distance to give evidence or whose attendance 
interferes seriously with bis work or profession. 

A further cause of detention is the failure of Magistrates and Sessions 
* Judges to estimate even approximately the Dumber of witnesses they will 
be able to hear on a day fixed. Even the roughest estimate will obviate 
the unnecessary detention or recall of at least a few witnesses. This is 
the principal cause of undue detention of witnesses in Sessions Courts, 
where one witness in five was detained for over two days. Some courts 
still follow the practice of sammoning all the witnesses for the first day 
of the trial, though it may be obvious that the hearing will occupy several 
days. The worst district in this respect was Saharanpur, where 1,479 
out of 3,616 witnesses were detained mdre than two days. Next comes 
Bareilly with 7i5 out of 2,098. Shahjahaopur, with about the same 
number of witnesses as Bareilly, only detained 335. Of judgeships with a 
heavy criminal file, the figures for Budauii and Moradabad (30 and 39 
respectively) are remarkably good. 

The nuQiber of witnesses summoned but not examined is also much 
larger than it should be. In most courts the list of witnesses is given 
direct to the pashkar without any previous scrutiny by the Magistrate 
himself. A brief consideration of the list with the counsel who has sub- 
mitted it, would often reduce it to reasonable proportions. 

These remarks apply w'ibh equal force in many cases to the number 
of accused named in complaints. Unscrupulous complainants do not 
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hesitate to include with the real accused as many of his family and friends 
as they can safely name. The experience of the District Magistrate of 
Jaunpur cannot be uncommon. “ I have met/’ he remarks, ‘‘ cases in 
which four or five members of one family including children of 12 and 13 
years of age have been summoned, when from the complaint itself it was 

obvious that at the most a few" slaps have been exchanged ’’ 

Dealing wdth the figures of acquittals and discharges in his own district 
he adds, It illustrates the lack of discretion with which accused are 
summoned, that the number of person brought to tri^l should be almost 
exactly half as large again as the number of witnesses summoned.”,. 

There w"as an increase of over Rs. 14,000 to Rs. 1,88,737 spent in diet 
money in magisterial courts, of wdiich the recipients numbered 82,1 18, 
or nearly a thousand less than in lQ2o. In tlfe Courts of Sessions 
Rs. 79,469 were spent on 24,705 witnesses. 

The average duration in all courts remained the same as in the pre- 
vious year, namely, ten days. In the courts of Honorary Magistrates 
sitting singly it was reduced from 11 to 10 days, but in those of Stipen- 
diary Special Magistrates it increased from five to seven days. In the 
courts of District MagistratCvS it was eight as compared with ten days in 
1923, The highest average of 16 days is shown by Farrnkhabad and 
Fatehpur. Allahabad and Benares both show the admirably low figure 
of four days. It is to be regretted that the number of cases pending over 
six weeks has risen from 1,984 to 2,230. Cawnpore shows by far the 
highest figure, 249, while six other districts had over 100 each. On the 
other hand, Ghazipur shows only two cases and Garbwal only five. The 
number of delayed cases in Cawnpore requires the serious attention of 
the District Magistrate. 

The amendment of section 256 has contributed to prolong the average 
duration of cases. So has the amendment of section 526 w"hich in its 
amended form gives every opportunity to either party to force an adjourn- 
ment on the court while he files an application for transfer. 

7. The total number of offenders released on probation under section 
562, Criminal Procedure Code", increased from 679 to the very high figure 
of 1,791. Government issued an order in March recommending a more 
extended use of this section as recently revised, and all the districts con- 
tributed to the total increase. The reports show that on the whole the 
powers conferred by the section were used with discretion. The main 
difficulty experienced seems to have been that of securing reliable sureties 
or guardians for the offenders released. Youthful offenders dealt with 
under section 31 of Act VIII of 1897 numbered 462 as compared with 
251 in 1923. 

8. The number of persons condemned to death by Courts of Sessions 
fell from 266 to 182. The sentences of 121 of these were confirmed by 
the High Court, while 30 persons were released, 24 obtained a modifica- 
tion of sentence, and the cases of seven were pending at the end of the 

‘ year. Persons sentenced to transportation for life numbered 341 as 
compared with 436 in the previous year. The total numbei of persons 
sentenced to rigorous imprisonment decreased from 16,631 to 15,412 of 
whom 282 were sentenced to terms of more than seven years as against 
425 in 1923. 

The percentage of sentences adding solitary confinement to rigorous 
imprisonment was the same as in the previous year, namely^ 11. The 
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returns of Gorakhpur, Mainpuri, Agra, Muttra, Aligarh and Muzaffarnagar 
each show more than 100 of such sentences. 

Strong evidence of the reluctance of court to inflict the punishment 
of whipping is given in the decrease in the number of these sentences 
from 1,191 to 890, and in the percentage of whipping inflicted in possible 
cases from 20’21 to 17‘22. The number of boys whose sentences were 
commuted to detention in a reformatory school was 21, 

It is satisfactory to note a decrease in the number of sentences of 
imprisonment of IS'days and under of nearly 500 from those passed in 
the previous year. Probably a large number of these were sentences of 
imprisonment only till the rising of the court. 

Much the same criticisms are repeated in district reports as in 1923 
of the substitution of simple foi* rigorous imprisonment in default of 
finding the necessary sureties under section 109, Criminal Procedure Code. 
The District Magistrate of Saharanpur states : “ At my recent inspection 

of the jail I found one man with thirteen previous convictions thoroughly 
enjoying simple imprisonment at Government expense. If our legislators 
had known the type of men proceeded against under this section, they 
would hardly have ruled out rigorous imprisonment in all cases,” 

9. As was predicted in the last annual report, the appellate courts 

received a considerable increase of work daring the year under review. 
The total number of appellants in all courts rose from 19,658 to *21,493. 
There was a fall of over a thousand in the courts of District Magistrates 
but in the Courts of Sessions appellants increased by nearly three 
thousand. ^ 

The percentage of totally unsuccessful appellants and applicants for 
revision was 67, one point lower than that of the previous year. Jalauii 
and Bulandshahr show the lowest percentages, respectively, 48 and 45, 
Meerut and Aligarh the highest, 81. 

The average duration of appeals rose from 22 to 25 days. 

10. Ninety-nine persons were tried with the aid of a jury as com- 
pared with 73 in the previous year. No reference to the High Court 
was made under section 307 of the Criminal Procedure Code. The 
number of persons tried with the aid of assessors decreased to 5,020 
from 5,098. 

The Sessions Judge and the District Magistrate of Benares both say 
emphatically that the jury system has not worked satisfactorily in that 
district, The District Magistrate says : ‘‘ The complete failure of the jury 
system in Benares is the most noticeable featjure of the year’s criminal 
administration” and the language of the Sessions Judge is equally 
emphatic. He points out that while 22 persons out of 30 tried with the 
aid of assessors were convicted only 7 out of 32 tried by jury w^ere convic- 
ted. The Sessions Judge has rrot made any reference under section 307, 
Criminal Procedure Code, but he says that while in hardly any case did 
his view agree with that of the jury he did not consider that the verdicts 
reached the standard of perversity which he considered necessary for 
this purpose. “It is also worthy of note,” adds the Sessions Judge, “ that 
the system is exceedingly unpopular among the classes from whom the 
panels are drawn.” The Local Government have by notification extended 
the system to Cawnpore and Bareilly from January 1, 1925. ^ 
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11. European British subjects tried during the year numbered 102 
as against 172 in 1923. Of these 64 were convicted and 29 acquitted 
or discharged by Magistrates and eight convicted and one acquitted by the 
Courts of Sessions. There were no original trials in the High Court. 

12. The total amount of fines imposed by- the Courts of Sessions 
increased by about Ks. 400 to Rs. 49,415, of which Ks. 23,685 were 
realised. Fines imposed by Courts of Magistrates increased from 
Rs 7j27,803 to Rs. 8,45,191, of which Rs 7,11,603 were realised. 

The amounts ordered to be paid as compensation in Sessions and 
magisterial courts, respectively, were Rs. 4,934 and Rs. 65,519, both 
figures showing. an increase on those of the previous year. 

13. The total number of persons who appealed to the High Court 
fell from 2,992 to 2,958. The sentence! or orders passed on 1,941 of 
these were confirmed. Applicants for revision numbered 2,014 as against 
1,543 in 1923. Of these, 1,161 were completely unsuccessful. The 
appeals of 337 persons and the applications of 313 remained pending 
at the end of the year. Thirty-four Government appeals were filed, of 
which 14 were allowed four partly allowed, and seven dismissed. 

14. The total number of persons tried by Honorary Magistrates 
sitting singly rose from 50,513 to 57,239 and by Benches of Honorary 
Magistrates from 68,312 to 74,793, that is, very nearly half the total 
number #of persons who were brought to trial throughout the province 
daring the year. The figures themselves indicate the enormous amount 
of work of which Stipendiary Magistrates have thus been relieved and the 
Court gratefully adds to th^t of many District Magistrates its acknowledg- 
ment of the help given by Honorary Magistrates in criminal administra- 
tion. But the mere number of cases disposed of- cannot for obvious reasons 
be considered the only criterion of the value of the work done. Reports 
from districts still show that there are nob a few courts whose dilatory 
methods and lack of any sense of responsibility inevitably bring nob 
only honorary courts but the whole administration of justice into 
disrepute. The bench at Brindaban has had to be recommended for 
abolition after repeated warnings, which had passed unheeded. The 
Muttra bench 'Ms very little, if anything, better The District Magis- 
trate of Moradabad appears to be finding it equally difficult to obtain 
honorary courts of eveu a low standard of efficiency. From one or two 
other districts I’eports are scarcely more favourable. But while aware 
of the- great room for improvement that still exists, the majority of 
District Magistrates expresses keen appreciation of the assistance given. 
The names of the gentleman given below have been brought to the 
special notice of the Court and the Court desires to express its gratitude 
to these and many more unnamed for their valuable services : — Mr. Slater 
and Chaudhari Liaqab Hussain Khan of Aligarh ; Rai Sahib Seth Ganga 
Prasad of Mau (Jhansi) ; B. Kedar Nath Rai Chakarvarti and B. Shankar 
Sahai of Etah ; R, B. Thakur Jaswanb Singh of Allahabad ; R. S. Suraj 
Bhan Prasad of iizamgarh; Khan vSahib Zille Hussain of Dehra Dun ; 
Rai Sahib L. Jai Lai Sah of Naini Tal ; R. B. Nand Kishore Kackar 
and R. B. Sahu Shyam Sundar Lai of Bareilly ; R. B. Rai Bharat Singh, 
o.B.E. and Chaudhari Baijnabh Singh of Bijnor ; R. B. Abhainandan 
Prasad and Rai Krishan Kishore Chand of Gorakhpur ; R. B. Baba Ganga 
Prasad of Mainpuri ; Nawab Abdul Ghaffar Khan Bahadur and K. B. 
Sheikh Mobt-uddin Haidar of Budaun and K. B. Syed Muhammad 
Sultan of Farrukhabad, 
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Little comment has been made in the reports received from districts 
on the work of village panchmjats. The experiment in Benares, referred 
to i^he last annual report, of sending out the more efiicient sarpanchea 
on tour is being continued “ with varying success, but the system is 
now taking firm root in the district and the general condition is 
promising.” In Mirzapur the panchayats are reported to have been 
“ doing useful work on the whole.” In Moradabad, on the other hand, 
they ar(? “ with a few exceptions of very little use,” while in Saharanpur 
“• they are not pop;,dar in the district and people prefer the ordinary 
courts.” This is perhaps inevitable as the system is still comparatively 
new. But, if properly developed and encouraged, there is no reason why 
it should not supply an obvious want in outlying places and save litigants 
the tedium and expense of makiqg long journeys to sadar for the decision 
of petty disputes. 

Allahabad : J« E, PEDDLY, i.c.s., 

The July, 10, 1925. Begiatrar, 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 
Statement shoiolng the ?iumber of judicial divisions and the number of officers 


Name of province. 

~ — 

Humber of 
divisions for 
courts under 
Chief Court 
but superior 
to chief courts 
of districts. 

Number 

of 

districts. 

Number 
of sub- 
districts. 

Total number of officers 
or appellate 

Area. 

popula- 

tion. 

Judges 
of High 
Court. 

Judges of 
other courts 
superior to 
chief district 
courts. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

• 5 

6 

7 

S 

Agra 

Sq. 

miles. 

82,137 

33,209,145 

19 

36 

180 

9 

30 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement of offences reported and ofpmsons tried, convicted and acquitted of each 


1 

Description of oftence* 

Number of offences 
reported. 

Number 

returned 

offences 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During the 
year. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Offences under the Indian Penal Code, 

Offences against the State, Chapter VI . . . . 

Offences against the Army or Navy, Chapter VII . 

Offences against the Public y. Chapter \ III 

Offences by, or relating to, P: • Chapter IX 

Contempt^ of the lawful authority of Public Servants, 

and ofiences against Public Justice, Chapter XI 
Ofienoes relating to Coin and Government ( Com 

Stamps, Chapter XII. 1 Stamps .. 

Offences relating to weights and measures. Chapter XIII _ . . 

Ofiences affecting the public health, safety, convenience, 
decency and morals, Ghapt^ XIV. 

Offences relating to religion, Chapter XV , . * • 

r Ofiences affecting life • 

Causing of miscarriage, injuries to unborn children, 
>; { "exposure of infants and the concealment uf births. 

o ^ > j restraint and wrongful confinement 

w ^ Criminal force and assault 

^ 1 ^ Kidnapping, forcible abduction, slavery and forced 
o| labour. 

§ oj o Pape • • 

S Attempt at rape 

^ Unnatural ofienco 

ttempt at unnatural offence 

2 

G5 

5 

63 

76 

1 

2 

19 

9 

55 

5 

872 

34 

156 

43 ‘ 

6 

1 

3 

18 

4 

1,999 

203 

2,897 

1,104 

15 

9 

86 

1,124 

1S4 

1,112 

159 

42,353 

810 

7,600 

912 

199 

89 

1 

2 

54 

4 

58 

6S 

1 

11 

6 

49 

5 

763 

22 

117 

31 

3 

1 

3 
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NO. 1 (Criminal). 

exercising original or appellate jurisdiction on the last day of the year 1924. 


exercising original 
jurisdiction. 

Total number of cases decided. 

Total 
receipts of 
all the 
courts 
(including 
civil and 
revenue 
courts.) 

Total 
charges 
of all the 
courts 
(iuclnding 
civil and 
revenue 
courts). 1 

i 

Remarhs. 

1 

Judges of 
chief 
courts of 
districts. 

Judges 

^ of 

district 

courts 

other 

than 

chief 

courts. 

Judges 
of other 
subord?- 
nate 
courts. 

Original. 

Appeals, 

, 1 

Regular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

Regular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

n 

14 

1 

! 15 

16 

17 

18 






1 


Es. 

Es. 


36 

•• 

1,037 

143,515 

10,323 

10,574 

2,837 : 
1 

1,19,96,718 

1.34,£0,C08 



No. 2 (Criminal.) 

class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1924. 


of cases 
as true of 
reported. 

Humber of 
cases 
brought to 
trial during 
the year. 

Number of persons — 

Number of 
. complainants 
fined under 
section 250 
of the Code of 
Criminal Pro- 
cedure, 1898. 

During 
the year. 

Under trial 
during the year 
including pend- 
ing from the 
previous year. 

Acquitted 
or dis- 
charged. 

<» 

O 

s 

o 

o 

Died, 
escaped or 
transferred 
to another 
province. 

Remain- 
ing under 
trial. 

5 

6 

h 

S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

' 

16 

18 

32 

17 

14 


1 


4 

4 

. 15 

' 15 


. . 

« . 


1,723 

1,G94 

8,787 

4.022 

4,i2S 

15 

622 

3 

165 

166 

268 

114 

149 


6 


2,780 

2,734 

3,647 

1,236 

2,353 

5 

53 


933 

951 

4,4^0 

649 

723 

2 

76 

* 

14 

15 

29 

5 

24 

# •* 

. . 


8 

8 

li 

5 

3 


3 


84 

S3 

128 

60 

61 


7 


1,056 

1,049 

1,804 

599 

1,180 

2 

23 

1 

118 

116 

379 

285 

56 

1 

37 

1 

1,021 

1,041 

2,409 

991 

1,040 

7 

371 


127 

* 

130 

190 

83 

108 


1 


29,512 

25,560 

73,276 

64,087 

7,651 

32 

1,508 

174 

479 

441 

1,587 

1,319 

196 


72 

5 

5,260 

4,539 

12,427 

11,138 

1,013 

3 

263 1 

33 

638 

503 

1,211 

764 

332 

3 

112 

6 

131 

128 

229 

125 

90 

.. 

14 

2 

. . 

1 

1 


1 

, . 

, . 


77 

77 

95 

33 

61 1 

, . 

1 


1 

1 

1 

1 


• • 

• • 




( 13 ) 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

.Statement of offences reported and of persons tried, convialed aeo-: of each 


1 

Description 01 ofienccn i 

Xumber of ciloneoa j 
reported. 

Number 
re turned 
oSenees. 

1 

; ! 

J n [,.nd 

1 pCiiding ; 

from the 
! previo'US 

i ear. 

1 

1 

! 

i r^urmg 

1 the^nar, 

1 

! ; 

i ’Ll and 1 
pending | 
trcni uiic j 

1 

! 2 ' 5 ; 4 1 


-p K'l 


uon ot proper 


a p; 

'^3 


. ol pro; 


p)crLy 


Kobbery and dacoity 
Griiniiial ' ■ * 

Cu'niDal • .• ; 

Receiving' of stoica properly . . 

Cheating 

Frandiilont deeds and disposition 
Diiscb’Of 

t Or ini inai trespass .. _ 

dfiencos relating to documents and to trade or property ma 
Criminiil brcracliof contract o£ service 
Ohence relating to marriage 
Defamation 
Election oases 

Criminal intimidation, insult amd annoyance 


id C 
Q " 


Total under the In d tan Penal Code 


15 

So 


-•'OO 

uOJ 


■117 

9 


50 

GO 

10 

155 

307 


II. — Ot^FEITCES ITNDEU SPECIAIi AND LoCAIi JjA.\\S, 

Code of Crirnitial ProdedALre. 

Chapter YIII. — Security for keeping the peace 
Ditto ditto for behaviour ^ 

Ocher laivs relaiing to — 

Arms, Ammunition and 


iill j 
28 1 
0 


d; C '3 

2,230 
1,251 
2,G10 
381 
6,1 95 
9,111 
230 
36 
6,156 
778 
1 

2,921 


uo 

12 

41 

15 

119 

270 

8 


146 

IT 


2,35o I 1,0 o,{ju3 


Military Stores . . . 
Canals, Drainage and Em- 
bankments 

Oanoonmenta. Military .. 
Cattle Trespass 


X[ of 1873 
Vfli 1873 7 
XVI „ 1809 j 
1910 


XI 


187^' 

189X. 


115 I 
Cl 1 


3,699 

2,407 


14 


/ 

17 

I 

81 ! 




060 
2,S v5 
a, 591 


2,317 


80 

62 


14 


4 

15 

o7 


Criminal Tribes and Eu- 




C' ITT 19(1 J 


• V3 

88 

uuehs 

s» 



X „ 1'JU ■ 

( VI 192-1 ) 

4 A 



Escise 

„ 

•J 


IV „ ISlOaa 

19 

1,511 

15 





modified up 
to 1923. 




factories , » 


5) 


XII 1911 

, , 

11 

, . 

Ferries' 

>) 

JJ 


( XVII „ 1878) 

I lit 138C ) 

11 

75 

ft 

Forest 




( VII „ 1378) 

1 V „ 1890 J 

20 

402 

11 

Gambling 

»> 



IIF 1367 

18 

579 

18 

Hackney and stage carriages 

n 

it 


XIV „ 1379 

83 

9,402 

67 

Hunicipaiitiss 

?) 

ft 

c 

1 

I „ 1900 V „ 1001 ^ 
II „ 1916 I „ 1907 3 

1,2C4 

32,633 

1,257 

Cpium 

if 

tt 

( Xiri „ 1857 7 

1 I n 1878 i 

13 

252 

12 

Police, District 

it 

it 


V „ 1361 

. 88 

10,602 

59 

Police, Town. , 

Police, Boad and Villages . . 

„ 

it 


XX „ 1856 

1 , 

710 

1 


a 


XVI „ 1873 

3 : 

123 

3 

Post office . . • 

» 

it 


( VI „ 1393 7 
i III ,,1912 3 

1 

10 

•• 

Prevention of cruelty to , . 

„ 

It 


XI 1890 

3 

1479 . 

3 

animals, 

Prisons 

5» 

tt 


IX „ 1394 i 


15 1 

i 

Printing presses 

)> 

ft 


( XXY „ 1B67 7 
i X „ 1390 j I 

*• 

14 

i .. 

1 


(a) 

(G 

( 0 ) 

id) 


Includes 2305 

„ 26 ( persons whose cases 

„ 162 ( section 123, Oodo 

,, 42 ; 



17 


s‘o. 2 (Criminal). 

class of o^ence in the Agra Province for the year 192-l~(continuedL 


of cases 
as true of 
t’oDorted. 


During 
iho year. 


7,600 

325 

999 

260 

1,548 

1,299 

1,483 

275 

4,198 

7,424 

169 

24 

3,473 

409 

1 

1,230 


Number of 
cases 

brought to 
trial during 
tiic year. 


Number of persons — 


Under trial 
during the year 
‘including pen- 
ding from the 
previous year. 


74,684 


1,922 

2,382 

212 


940 
2, Chi 
8,012 

1,391 

11 

71 


575 

8,835 

29,036 

248 

15,8-11 

607 

118 

10 

1,402 

13 

13 


7,366 
296 
97 i 
239 
1.410 
1,238 
1,346 
277 
3,730 
7,177 
164 
23 
2,964 
383 
3 

1,069 


Acquitted or 
discharged. 


67,971 


1,776 

2.423 


938 
2,595 
3 083 I 

j 

1,013 

1,485 

11 

73 

371 

583 

8,771 

27,531 

254 

15,553 

685 

116 

10 
1 332 

15 

13 


( 


16,265 

718 

4,899 

432 

1.917 

1,660 

2,275 

792 

11,197 

17,026 

331 

57 

6,144 

2,670 


1,75,246 


10,891 
565 
^ 2,346 
331 
1,446 
435 
1,699 
590 
9.890 
12,173 
227 
32 
5,631 
795 
1 

2,431 


Convicted. 


Died, 

escaped or! 
transferr- 
ed to 
another 
province 


1,34,531 


10,154 
(a) 4,605 

373 


1,977 
8,485 
6,663 

1,491 
1,766 

19 

137 

1,163 

4,352 

9,307 

29,722 

288 

18,513 

903 

123 

13 

1,472 

17 
13 I 


9 

"5,167 

113 

1,550 

83 

395 

1,152 

460 

195 

1,024 

4.172 

69 

23 

354 

74 

2 

176 


Remaining 
under trial. 


10 


34,205 


7,187 
(6) 534 

112 

607 

495 

5,045 

20B 

316 

11 

72 

396, 

780 

993 

4,928 

52 

1,813 

136 

14 


103 


2,780 
(ij) 3,323 

251 

1,255 

2,985 

1.543 

1,255 
1 ,382 

7 

61 

759 

3.445 

3,230 

24,631 

224 

10, €53 
742 
108 

7 

1,309 

IT 

11 


17 

1 

7 
1 
2 

8 
4 
'2 
3 

14 


136 


Number of 
complainants 
fined under 
section 250 o 
the Code of 
Criminal Pro- 
cedure, 1898. 


11 


690 

34 
996 

12 

74 

85 

112 

5 

280 

G67 

35 
2 

155 

14 

61 


12 


6,374 


183 
(d) 239 


22 

5 

74 

27 

06 

1 

A 


124 

33 

109 

12 

43 

25 


56 

8 

9 

10 

3 

P 

32 

50 


19 

6 


436 


1 

30 


were referred to Courts oi Sessions under 
of Criminal Procedure. 



( 18 ) 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 


Statement of oifeneea reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted of each 







Number of offences 

Number 






reported. 

returned 

offences 

Description of ofieiice. 



1 

In and 
pending 


In and 
pending 






from the 

the year. 

from the 






previous 

previous 






.year. 


year. 


1 




2 

3 

4 

. j# 








Press 

Act no. 


» I of 1910 


3 


Railways 

}» >> 

( IX of 1390, IX „ 
1 IV „ 

1896 1 
1905 j 

13 

1,774 

15 

Reformatories.. 



VIII „ 

1397 


17 


Registration . . 



XVI „ 

190S 


2 


Salt, Indian .. 

» >j 

[ 

XII „ 
XIX „ 

1SS2-) 
1890 i 


49 


Sarais and Paraos 


XXII „ 

1867 


2 


Stamp 

)» » 

( II of 1899, 
} I „ 1912 

VI „ 

1910 1 
) 

8 

CG2 

7 

Vaccination .. 

ti ti 

( XIII „ 1880 I „ 

1 II „ 1907 

1892 j 

75 

656- 

75 

Vagrancy, European 
Workmen’s Breach of 

5J ’> 


IX 

1874 


4 

, , 

1 J )l 


XIII „ 

1859 

10 

1,086 

9 

Gontract. 








Town areas 

» >» 

c 

1 

XIII „ 
11 „ 

1880-) 

1914) 

5 

1,423 

5 

Sanitation 

a 

II „ 

1892 

» * 

419 


United Provinces Pancha- 
. yat. 

n )t 


VI „ 

1920 

.. 

3 

•• 

Motor Vehicles 

ff If 

( 

1 

11 „ 
VIII „ 

19in 

1914) 

12 

515' 

7 

United Provinces . Pri- 

>J >) 

VII „ 

1919 


277 


mary Education. 

Boilers 

» 


III „ 

1915 


1 


Prevention of Adulteration 

'f jj 


vr„ 1912 

8 ' 

21 

3 

of food and drugs. 

District Board Act 



III „ 

1906 

• • 

2 


Treasure Trove 

ff 


VI „ 

1878 


6 


Stone Mahal (Mirzapur). . 

)> j) 


V „ 

1836 


- 18 


Poison 

» )f 

{ 

I » 
XII „ 

1904 7 
1919) 


2 


Hydro Electric 

)j }) 


IX „ 

1910 


3 


Carriage 

fj if 


II „ 

1911 


14 


Explosive 

a ff 


XVI „ 

1861 


9 


Insolvency - 

a if 


V „ 

1920 


4 


Notified area 

if if 


I „ 

1900 


595 


Water Works Act no. ' 


.. I of 1391, II of 1395, ■) 

I of 1910 and I of 1903. i 


3 


Cantonment Act II of 1924 


. , 




52 


Cinematography Act II of 1918 

, , 




1 


Court Fee Act VII of 1870 

. . 





1 


Procedure in certain cases of contempt- 

-Act V of 1898 




1 


Indian Fisheries Act IV ^ 1897 





3 


Petroleum Act VIII of 1899 






7 


Copyright Act- III of 1914 

. . 





1 


Companies Act VII of 1913 


* 




9 


Total under the Code- of Criminal Procedure and under Special and 

1,989 

87,855 

1,853 

Local Laws, 








Grakd total 


4,847 

1,93,458 

4,200 

' 




# 






( 19 ) 


NO. 2 (Criminal). 

class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1924-(coticIaded). 


of cases 
as true of 




Number of persons — 



reported. 

Duriug 
the year. 








Number of 
cases 

brought to d 
irial during 
th^year. 

Under trial 
uring the year 
inculding 
pending from 
the 

previfius year. 

^ /N m 1 + 

Convicted. 

Died, 
jscaped or 
transfer- 
red to 
another 

Remaining 
under trial. 

Number of 
complainants 
fined under 
section 250 of 
the Code of 
Criminal 





province. 


Procedure, 

1898. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

3 

3 

5 

• <% 

2 

1 

2 


1,561 

1,529 

2,236 

656 

1,567 

2 

11 

•• 

15 

2 

15 

1 

15 

1 

1 

14 

1 

. . 

• ' 

• • 

49 

49 

54 

. . 

54 

.. 



2 

2 

2 

1 

, 1 

•* 

• • 


627 

607 

695 

64 

620 

2 

9 


5S2 

364 

3S3 

300 

82 


1 


3 

807 

2 

505 

4 

634 

’* 412 

4 

212 

-• 

10 

3 

1,411 

1,413 

1,863 

236 

1,616 

2 

9 


403 

403 

560 

120 

439 

1 

•• 

• ’ 

3 

3 

8 

1 

/ 




436 

430 

447 

100 

344 

•• 

3 

• « 

277 

222 

223 

183 

40 

• • 

• • 

* • 

1 

21 

1 

23 

1 

23 

1 

4 

19 

•• 


• • 

1 

6 

18 

1 

6 

. 16 

1 

10 

21 

5 

3 

1 

5 

18 

* , 


• * 

2 

2 

2 

. . 

2 

• • 

• * 

• * 

3 

14 

9 

4 

512 

3 
14 

9 

4 

506 

4 

25 

10 

4 

509 

3 

8 

1 

2 

11 

1 

17 

9 

2 

495 

•• 

3 


3 

3 

6 

• • 

6 


• • 

• • 

45 

45 

46 

3 

43 


• * 

* 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

7 

3 

1 

1 

17 

7 

3 

3 

1 

- 1 
16 
4 

1 

* 

•• 

7 

1 

9 

I 

1 

9 

1 

13 

1 

5 

8 

•• 

•• 

• • 

78,857 

75,523 

1,04,391 

26,024 

77,289 

47 

1,031 

38 

1,53,541 

1,43,494 

2,79,637 

m 

1,60,555 

1,11,494 

183* 

7,405 

474 


*5=146 died, 

34 escaped and 
3 transferred. 



( 20 ) 


JUDICIAL statement 

Stateiaent of miscellaneous proceeding? under ihe Code gf 


IS^aturc ol proceedings. 


^ Total nnir.'^Lv n{ 
j cases Lcfru'c Liic 
i courts diu’iug l-Lc 
! year. 


1 . 

2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10 - 


Proceedings r. gainst uutusssos, Clinptcr YT (a), section 485 
Proceedings midcT Gliax^tcr Vill to prevout bvcacli ol. the poace 
•§itto socarii/Y for good hchaviour 

proccodiTigs against local nuisances, Chapter X 
Possession, Chapter X£I . . . . ” - 

Frivolous or vexatious accusations suniniarily dealt with under Chapter XX, section 

2v0. 

Hou-aUendanccu! Jurors or Assessors, Chapter XXm, section 332 
Maintenance, Chapter XXXVI • ■ . ^ 

Forfeiture of hail or recognizance, Chapter XLXI - . 

Proceedings under Chapter XLVI, section 303, against coiivioted offenders released 
under section 562. 

Total 


I i \ 

2YZ7 

Y-'7o 

XO 

8T 

1,201 

070 

111 ) 


11,2 


Includes 3 cases of 6 persons referred to Courts >.d Sos'^ions 

JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement showing the General Result of Crhninul trial? 


Glass of tribunal. 

Total number 
‘ of offences 
reported. 

Total 
numher 
of per- 
sons 
under 
trial. 

Died, 
escaped 
or trans- 
ferred 
to 

another 

province 

Dis- 

charged 

or 

acquit- 

ted. 


Poi'4-,rN5 wIk 

0 

>sc oases 

on viol': \ 


On regular trHl, 

[ Youlhfu 
Released ders doa 
on pro- under 
hat ion, i of Act 7 
section ' lyi 

5G2 . i ■ “ - 

Orinsi' Diri- 

nal Pro oharged 
cedurc- alter 
Oode, Indinoni- 1 
189G. 1 tioti. i 

In and 
pend- 
ing 
from 
• the 
pre- 
vious 
year.' 

During 

the 

year. 

Senten- 

ced. 

OftOU - 
[fc with 
cticn 3j 
111 of 

iOeiiver- 
od to pa- 
"•e lit or 
gnard- 
diaii, 
oic. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1 

8 t :/ 

^ 0 

Subordinate Magistrates, 









Honorary Magistrates, sitting 


•• 

57,239 

(a)2S 

42,828 

11,251 

1 •) 1 ’ r'j ‘ 

! 

singly (section 14). 






i 



Stipendiary Special Magistrates 

, . 


10,343 

ft)? 

4,311 

4,190 

32 ; , . ' 


(section 14). 






1 



Stipendiary Magistrates, sitting 


. . 

1,35,995 

(c)lOT 

77,250 

80,552 

1,030 

iO 

singly (section 12). 







„ 1 ' 

i 

Benches of Magistrates (section 

•• 


74,793 

((J)30 

33,814 

13,597 

20 ^ 1 ! 

! 

•i 

XtJj* ^ 

District and Dim si on al 







! 1 

1 1 

1 

Mn 









Co?''- rt'iotTCki u ..O' r S'. 3pT i.- 347, 

, , 

« . 

238 

(^)l 

37 

118 

41 ! 

I " 

34§~and 562 of the Code of Ori- 








1 # 

‘minal Procedure. 









Chief Magistrates of districts . . 



329 

cm 

172 

45 

d I 1 

1 

Total 

*• 

•• 

2,73,942 

(aWi 

1,58,418 

1 65,753 

l,19lj j 104 

17 

Courts of Sessions . . 



6,453 

(h)d 

2,127 

3,295 



High Court 





Nil. 


i__ 


Gxiakd Total 


1,03,453 

2,85,395 

(i)183 

1 , 00 , 555 ' 

69,043 

1,20.3 j 101 

17 



( 21 ) 


NO. 3 (Criminal). 

Criminal Procedure during the year 1924. 


Number of 

Number of 

Number of 

Number of 


persons 

persons dis- 

persons 

per sons 

Eemarka. 

concerned. 

charged. 

convicted. 

remaining. 


3 

. 4, 

5 

6 

7 

171 

6*9 

63 

89 


^10,100 

7,187 

■^2,786 

183 

2 died and 2 escaped. 

4,375 

503 

3,661 

197 

5 died and 4 escaped. 

7,206 

4,744 

980 

1,482 

5,719 i 

3,741 

1,526 

452 


561 

87 

¥14. 

- 

[ 

97 

62 

29 

6 


1,140 

978 

118 

44 


1,344 

601 

662 

81 


171 : 

54 

116 

1 


80,944 

18,031 

10,415 

2.4S5 

; 7 died and 6 escaped. 


under section 103 of the Code cf Criminal Procedure. 


NO. 4 (Cbiminal). 

in the Tribunals of various classes in the year 1924. 


(vere disposed of — 


. 












On summary trial. 


Persons 

Number 

Average 

Number 
of wit- 



Released 

Youthful ofien- 
with 


remain- 

ing 

of cases 
dispos- 

number 
of days 



on pro- 
bation, 

under se 
of Act ^ 
18 

ction 31 
""III of 

Com- 

under 
trial at 

ed of 
during 

during 

which 

nesses 
exam in- 

Remarks. 

Sen- 

section 

37. 

mitted 

the end 

the 

each 

ed. 


tenced. 

562, Cri- 

or re- 

of the 

year. 

case 




minal 

Proce- 

dure 

Code, 

1S98. 

Dis- 

charged 

Deli- 
vered to 

ferred. 

year. 


lasted. 




after 

parent 








admoni- 

or guar- 








tion. 

diau,etc. 







11 

- 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

IS 

19 

20 

1,565 

4 

2 


129 

1,353 

25,209 

10 

« 

38,452 

(c.) 23 died. 

1,519 

5 


.. 

52 

232 

6,093 

7 ' 

8,337 

(h) 7 escaped. 

10,790 

576 

145 

21 

5,527 

3,895 

60,149 

12 

1,55,775 

(c) 82 died, 22 escaped and 

3 transferred. 

26,239 

•• 

172 

•• 

29 

891 

49,733 

6 

33,889 

{d) 25 died and 5 escaped. ■ 

11 

1 

. . 

, , 

3 

22 

116 

6 

.. 

(e) 1 died. 

79 

2 

. . 

1 

18 

5 

160 

8 

234 

(/) 1 died. 

40,193 

588 

319 

22 

5,753 

6,398 

141 , 

9 

2,36,737 

{y) 137 died. 34 escaped and 

' 8 transferred. 


*• 


•• 


1,007 

2,065 

41 

26,399 

(7i) 9 died. 

{%) 146 died, 34 escaped and 
j 3 transferred. 

40,193 

583 

319 

• 22 

j 5,758 

7,405 

1,48,515 

10 

2,63.136 

1 


4 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Statement shoioing the punishments inflicted by the 




Persons sentenced to — ■ 

_-+3 O 

'Z CD 
^ 

pi 

o 

CD 



Number of persons executed. 




Imprison- 

ment. 




o O 

© © n 

.> ^ _o 

'o 

■4J 

'p 

1 

Class of tribunal. 

© 

P 

a 

■43 

c3 

O 

ft 

§ 

ci 

l-A 

EW 

Penal servitude. 

CQ 

S 

o 

U 

6 

1 m 

> 

£ 

o 

«4-l 

o 

p 

cS 

o 

p 

♦ 

o 

g 

s 

Whipping. 

Persons ordered to find or 
or recognizance to keep 
securities for good behav 

Persons imprisoned in tiefa 
rity for good behaviopr. 

fJ 

© 

d 

P 

rp 

d 

o 

t-H 

02 

P 

Rs. 50 and under. 

Rs. 100 and under. 

Rs. 500 and under. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

Eulordinate Magistrates. 
















Honorary Magistrates sit- 
ting singly (section 14). 


•• 

•• 


l,29t 

202 


ill,613 

16 

176 

96 

9,166 

2,262 

152 

33 

stipendiary Special Ma - 
gistrates (section 14). 

•• 



•• 

270 

56 

•• 

5,415 

10 

35 

26 

4,807 

549 

40 

16 

Stipendiary Magistrate sit- 
ting singly (section 12). 

•• 

•• 



10,647 

991 

•• 

32,143 

803 

6,216 

3,661 

22,033 

8,333 

1,227 

516 

Benches of Magistrates 
(section 15). 

*• 



*• 

510 

168 


39,679 

1 

10 


38,074 

1,546 

51 

8 

District ayid Divisional 
Magistrates, 
















ases referred under sec- 
tions 347,349 and 562 
of the Code of Criminal 
— Procedure. 


•• 

-• 

•* 

75 

1 


45 

3 

1 

•• 

19 

23 

2 

1 

-hief Magistrates of dis- 
tricts. 

1 

•• 

'i 

•• 


29 



109 

4 

3 

2 

75 

27 

4 

3 

^ Total 

e 


•• 

•• 


12,326 

1,418 


89,004 

837 

6,441 

3,685 

74,174 

12,740 

1,476 

577 

I 

ourts of^Sessions . . . 

• , 


341 


2,586 

8 

18 

233 

53 

m 

161 

28 

78 

69 

98 

^ / Cases com- 

j mitted. 

Cigh Court ( 

1 Oases refer- 
\ red. 


121 

•* 

•• 


i •• 


• • 

• • 

• * 

• • 

•• 

•• 

- 

• • 

•• 

Oc 

^ Total 

96 

121 

341 

•• 

15,412 

1,426 

18 

1 

89,287 

890 

6,457 

3,846 

74,202 

12,818 

1,545 ( 

375 


Oc 

H 


Total 
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NO. 5 (Criminal). 

various Criminal Tribtmals during the year 1924!. 


Detail of punishmeats. 2 A mg g 

§ 2 I ^ ^ 


Fine. 

Imprisonment. 

Whippii 

— r o IS s 

ig. 2^ igo "Sg 

o =3 p T-l 

<D 

•rs 

0 

s:! 

ci 

O 

S 

tH 

Above Rs, 1,000. 

Total amount of fines im- 
l^osed during the year. 

Total amount of fines 
realized during the year. 

Amount paid by way of 
compensp^tiou under 

section 545 of the (Jode 
of Oriminal Procedure. 

^ 

^0 ^ t 

a w ^ 

■+= m 

^ Pd f-t 

H O 

lO ^ 

to CM 

o 

<0 

Pd 

0 

<0 

0 

c3 

m 

M 

ce 

o 

t- 

Above 7 years. 

10 stripes and under. 

20 stripes and under. 

I=.9 ui ° '^‘s 

lo.a 'a'g §B 

-■ 

^ -1 do 

g d-s U-S' s 

o M-i ' o 

3 '^1 o<! 

5 o 3 Tj 

' o 0 ^ £; 0 3 

ills 11 

cc ^ ; >i 

1 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 23 24 

25 

26 27 

1 23 

29 30 1 31 32 

1 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 





Rs. 

•• 

•• 

1,02,200 

92,884 

8,776 

314 998 231 

i •• 


15 

1 2,421 30 

3 


38,389 

34,G11 

2,714 

92 144 116 

I 

3 

6 

1 . . 154^ . . 

i 

82 

2 

5,83,106 

4,69,158 

50,303 

800 6,706 7,499 

94 

362 

306 

4“)! 19 8,007 256 

-• 

•• 

1,17,026 

1,11,595 

3,295 

239 422 17 


.. 

1 

1,207 173 

j 










t' 

# 

• • 

* * 

1,975 

1,588 

255 

1 52 23 

•• 

.. 

3 


•• 

*' 

2,495 

1,770 

173 

15 12 

4 

3 

1 

25 3 

35 

2 

8,45,191 

7,11,606 

65,519 

1,546 8,337 7,943 

98 

369 

422 

46 20 11,814 462 

7 

3 

49,415 

23,685 

4,934 

14 166 463 

1,830 

282 6 

37 

1 

10 1 . . 1 . , 

1 

42 

5 

8,94,606 ’ 

7,35,291 

70,453 

1,660 8,503 8,411 

1,928 

28'“ 375 

459 

50 21 il.Sll 462 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT no. 5A — (Criminal). 
Statement showing the particulars of whipping inflicted by the 
Criminal Tribunals during the year 1924. 

PART I 

Showing whipping inflicted under sections 3 and 4 of 
Act no. IV of 1909, in lieu op other punishments. 


Cfiences for wliich awarded. 


jNumLer of persons awarded- 


Iri liMi of oth3r inmishiuents, section ^of 
Aetna. IF 0 / 1900. 

f section 373, Indian 
I Penal Godc. 

. Theft, as defined J section 380, Indian 
in 1 Penal Code. 

1 section So2, Indian 
L Penal Code. 

Lurking housG-tresxJabS, a,s defined in 
section 443, Indian Penal Code. 
Luiking house-trespass by night, as 
defined in section 444, Indian Penal 
Code. 

House breaking, as defined in section 
445, Indian Penal Code. 

House breaking by night, as defined in 
section 446, Indian Penal Code. 

Section 4 of Act no. 17 o/ 1909. 

1. Abetment, commission or attempt to 

commit rape, as defined in section 
875, Indian penal Code. 

2. Compelling or inducing any person by 

fear of booily injury to submit to an 
unnatural offence, as defined in sec- 
tion 377, Indian Penal Code. 

3. Dacoity, as defined in section 391, 

Indian Penal Code. 

4 . Offences under section 52 of Act no IX 

of 1894. 

5. Offences under section 19 of Act 

no. XXYII of 1871. 

Total 

(а) Act III of 1867 

(б) Offences under sections 379, 390 and 
457 of the Indian Penal Code. 

Geand total 


to 10 
stripes. 


11 

3 triples. 


162 

45 

4 

10 

5 

23 

19 


21 
to 30 
?tripGS. 


147 

60 

3 

4 
24 

73 

33 


1C 

6 


278 


1 

12 


291 


15 

4 


8G4 


11 


375 


50 


50 


botal. 


325 

120 

7 

14 

35 

111 

56 


11 


692 


1 

23 


71G 


Remarks. 


On 1st conviction . . 

On reconviction . * * * “ * * * * ■ 

pc^Yisions of tha 
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PART II 

Showing whipping inflicted in addition to other punishments, 
section 4, Act no, IV of 1909. 


Oflences for whioli awarded. 

« 

Number of persons awarded — 

5 to 10 11 to 20 21 to 30 ■ „ . , 
stripes, stripies. stripes. l™ 2.1 

Kemarks, 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 i 

6 

l7i addition to other imiiiilimeruts {section 4). 






1, Abetment, commission or attempt* to 

3 

15 

2 

20 


commit rape, as defined in section 






375, Indian Penal Oode. 






2. Compelling or inducing any person by 


* 8 


8 


fear of Toodily in jury to submit to 






unnatural ofieiice, as defined in section 






377, Indian Penal Code. 






3. Dacoity, as defined in section 391, 


3 

4 

7 


Indian Penal Code. 






Total 

o 

26 

6 

35 


(a) Offences under sections 390, 395 of the 

2 

1 5 


7 


Indian Penal Code. 


1 




Grand total 

5 

31 

6 

42 

* 


(a) These sentences were passed in contravention of the provisions of Whipping 
. Act No, IV of 1309. 

PART III 


Showing whipping inflicted under section 5, Act no. IV of 1909, on 
jfivemles in lieu of other punishments. 



Number of juveniles 
awarded — 


Ofiences. 

5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 15 
stripes. 

Total,' 

Bemarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1„ Committing aSray, as defined in section 160, 
Indian Penal Oode. 

2 

2 

1 

4 


2. Besistance or obstruction to lawful apprehen- 
sion, as defined in section 224, Indian Penal 
Code. 

1 

• • 

1 


3. Besistance or obstruction to lawful apprehen- 
sion, as defined in section 225, Indian Penal 
Code. 

2 

• • 

2 


4. Culpable homicide not amountiiig to murder, 
as defined in section 304, Indiajn Penal Oode. 

1 

1 

2 


5. Attempt to murder, as defined in section 307, 
Indian Penal Code. 

•• 

1 

1 


6, Voluntarily causing grievous hurt, as defined 
in section 325, Indian Penal Code. 

1 

-• 

1 


7. Voluntarily causing grievous hurt, as defined in 
section 326, Indian Penal Code. 

•* 

1 

1 


8. Voluntarily causing hurt to deter a public 
servant from bis duty, as defined ia section 332, 
Indian Penal Code. 

1 

) 


1 
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PART III. 

ShowiTi^ wliippi^Q %ififiict6d uudev scctioTi 5, A.ct iio, IV of 1909, oti 
juveniles in lieu of other punishments— '(concluded). 




Number of juveniles 





awarded- 

— 



Oft'ences. 

5 to 10 

11 to 15 

Total. 

Remarks. 



stripes. 

stripes. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

9, 

PlnclnncCGrinci life or personal safety of ottiers, 

1 


1 



as defined in section 336, Indian Penal Code. 





10. 

Assault or criminal force, as defined in sec- 
tion 312, Indian Penal Code. 

5 


5 


11. 

Kidnapping, as defined in section 363, Indian 
Penal Code. 

1 


1 


12. 

Rape, as defined in section 376, Indian Penal 

. . 

1 

1 



Code. 





13. 

Theft, as defined in section 378, Indian Penal 


1 

1 



Code. 





14. 

Theft, as defined in section 379, Indian Penal 
Code. 

38 

15 

53 


15. 

Theft, as defined in section 380, Indian Penal 
Code. 

5 

3 

8 


16. 

Theft, as defined in section 331, Indian Penal 
Oode. 

*• 

2 

2 


17. 

Robbery, as defined in section 392, Indian Penal 

. . 

2 

2 



Code. 





18. 

Criminal breach of trust, as defined in section 
407, Indian Penal Code. 

1 

1 

2 


19. 

Criminal breach of trust, as defined in section 
403, Indian Penal Code. 

•• 

1 

1 


20. 

Receiving of stolen property, aiS defined in sec- 
tion 4il, Indian Penal Code. 

3 

1 

4 


21. 

Assisting in concealment of stolen property, as 
defined in section 414, Indian Penal Code. 

1 


1 


22. 

Cheating, as defined in section 420, Indian 


2 

2 



Penal Code. 





23. 

Mischief, as defined in section 436, Indian 

1 


1 



Penal Code. 





24. 

Lurking h — by night, as defined in 
section 4.'!, l.-l . i .'.•lalOode. 

1 


1 


25. 

Lurking house-trespass, as defined in section 

1 

1 

2 



454, Indian Penal Code. 





26. 

Lurking house-trespass by night, as defined 
in section 456, Indian Penal Code. 

2 

•• 

2 ! 


27. 

Lurking house-trespass by night, as defined in 
section 45i, Indian Penal Code, 

6 

11 

17 


28. 

Act V of 1861 

1 


1 


29. 

Railway Act, no. IX of 1890 

2 


2 


30. 

Excise Act, no. IV of 1910 


” 1 

1 


31. 

Criminal Tribes Act, no. Ill of 1911 

2 

6 

8 



Total 

79 

53 

132 



On first conviction — 131, 
On re -conviction — 1. 
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PART IV, 


Showing the relative number of times whipping was awarded as 
compared with other punishments in cases in which whipping 
might have been awarded. 


^Punishment. 

Number. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

1. Total number of whippings awarded 

890 


2. Total number of other punishments in cases in which 
whipping might have been awarded. 

4,279 


3. Total number of all punishments in cases in which 
whipping might have been awarded (total of headings 

1 and 2). 

5,169 


4. Percentage of whippings on total number of all punish- 
ments (percentage of heading 1 on heading 3). 

. 17*22 

1 

i 
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JUDICIAL -STATEMENT 
Statement showing the result of appeals and revisions in criminal 


NuAilDer of 


Class of tribunal. 

Total j 
number 
of P 

appellants 
and ■ ■' ■ 
cants tor 
revision 
jefore the 
courts. 

5>ied, es- 
3 aped or 

- . 

another 

province. 

Appeals 
Dr appli- 
cations 
rejected. 

Sentencel 

or order 
con- 
firmed. 

Sentenc^ 

enbanc- 

ed. 

Sentence 
reduced 
or other- 
wise 
altered. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Ai^insals. 

To Chief Magistrates of districts 
To Courts of Sessions 

High C By persons convicted .. 
Court ( By Government from 
judgments of acg^uittal. 

Total 

Revisions. 

By Chief Magistrates of districts 
By Courts of Sessions 

High C By persons convicted . . 
Court [ By Government 

Total 

Gband Total 

7,652 

10,383 

2,881 

77 

(a) 1 
(a) 3 
(a) 2 
(a)l 

463 

2,384 

651 

3,423 

4,485 

1,267 

20 


887 

1,251 

297 

21,493 

(a) 7 

3,498 

9,195 


2,435 

525 

1,354 

2,006 

8 

•• 

1,916 

3,053 

594 

’564 

3 

**35 

5 

*ii8 
. # " 

3,893 

.. 

5,563 

567 

40 

118 

25,386 

(a) 7 

9,031 

9,762 

40 

2,553 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 


Statement showing use of Jurors and Assessor 


Class of courts in which 
jurors or assessors 
are employed. 

Established or 
average number of 
jurors or assessors in 
each case and 
prescribed 
qualifications. 

Number of accused persons in 

Tried. 

As to whom the 

Approved 
of the 
verdict. 

Did not 
approve of 
the verdict. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

■ "1 

Courts of C Jurors 
Sessions. '[Assessors ,. 

f Jurors 

High Court j 

Original J 

Criminal j 

Jurisdiction, j 

[Assessors .. 

Tot a 

Humber of jurors 5 

Ditto assessors 2 or 
more, 

99 • 

99 

• * 

99 

99 

•• 
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NO.'e (Criminal). 

cases inlthe Agra Province for the year 192 ^. 


persons — Average 

— j — ” number 

of days 

_ Referred durincf 

New Qu^iiio 

1 Uvi’-l nr -r. j' Iwhicheacn 

c! ^ I'cvision Penamgi „^^eai or 

Sentence lurtiror ^he tnul. 

reversed, q^^shed. requu-y j.. ^ L,' lasted. 


ordered.! 


case lasted. 


Remarks. 


29 (a) Died. 

19 

42 

38 


54 

14 

25 

5 

32G 

2:0 

193 

56 

62 

268 

103 

361 

313 

28 
20 ! 
34 
58 

63 

- 353 

’ - 499- 

330 

782 

28 

4,467 

3f6 

SOS 

330 

2,432 

25 


Complainants againsu accused 
763 .. •• 1-SlG 

751 .. •• 2,a..S 

1 .S 14 ■.. .• 4,414 


NOlilORIMINAl). 

ir^fhe Criminal Courts for 

n~‘'^mber of accused persons in trials 

411 VV trials. - with assessors. 


Jury trials. _ 
Judge— . 


under section | Tried, 
807 of the 1 ^ ^ 

Code of 1 

Criminal 

Procedure. | , 


As to whom the Judge 

— pISered ” 7 ”^ 

Asreed from one or Difiered 

with all rnore, Out from all 
I the nof fr-oru all tne 

assessors. the assessors. 

I assessors. 


*685 Out of these 
1 pleaded guilty 

■ assessors were c 


3 persons, 
and so no 
ailed. 


9 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Statement showing the general result of the trial 







Persons whose cases 

were disposed of — 


1 




By District Magistrates 
and other 1st class 

By Courts of 

By Highn 

Total for all 





Magistrates. 


sessions. 

Court, 

Courts. 






By commit- 


nd 

xJ d 




t3 

Description oi offence. 



laD 

cQ 

ment — 



.^•2 • 
td "o 'd 




CD 

tiD 

5-1 





r!=i 

o 

x/x 

*0 



o 

CD O 

o 




s 

1 o 









*r3 

■+3 O 

o rd 









5-1 

m 












<73 

CD 

-+3 

CD 

H m 

^ a 
rS 2 

6 

nd 

o 

>73 

01 

o O 

5-1 

TS 

CD 

nd 

CD 

QD 

o 

flH 

CD 




o 

v 

a 

-o 

o 

‘3 

C7l 

O 

^ TJX 
rJX 

CD 

OQ 

O ^ 

£H 

tuO 

s 

o 

EH 

d 

o 

O 

.i-H 

d 

cn 

u 

< 

go ^ 

O 

’> 

d 

o 

Q 

d 

CH 

o 

< 

d 

o 

a 

-5= 

’3 

0-1 

o 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Indian Fmal Code, 













Ofiences afieoting the public 

1 











health, safety, convenience, 
decency and morals, chapter 










X 


XIV. 














DSences afiect- 
ing the 

human body, 
chapter XYI. 

^Offences affect* 
k ing life. 

< Hurt 

/ Criminal force 
and assault. 

2 

5 

1 

7 

1 

2 


2 

1 

• « 

• • 

• • 

4 

5 

1 

1 

7 

1 


f Theft 


3 






. . 



3 



Robbery 

and 



1 


1 








dacoity. 

Criminal 



2 







* * 

1 

• * 


breach of trust 



• * 


* • 


• • 

• • 

• • 

• • 

2 

Offences against 

Receiving 

of 

3 











property, ^ 

chapter XVII. 

stolen proper- 





* * 



• • 

* • 

3 

• • 

ty. 

Cheating 

.. 

1 

2 

4 


4 





5 

2 


Mischief 

•• 

1 


. . 


, , 



.. 


1 

* 


Criminal tres- 

2 


1 


1 





Q 



L pass. 









” 

* * 

t> 

' • 

Documents, chapter XVIII 

. . 

, , 

, , 

4 









Special and Local Laws, 













Motor Vehicles Acts, nos, II 

of 

i 









24 

11 

1911 and VIII of 1914. 


* • 

• * 

• • 

. . 

. . 



Cantonment Code of 1912 


5 

3 










.^ct, no. II of 1899 


1 

1 

• ■ 

* ■ 


' • 

* • 


. . 

5 

3 

Act, no, II 

of 

9 

1 

* ' 

• * 

• • 

* * 

* • 

• • 

• * 

1 

1 

1916. 






• • 

* * 

• • 

• • 

• • 


9 

1 1 

Polios District Act, no. V of 1861 1 

6 









6 


Excise Act, no. 

IV of 1910 

as 


1 

• • 

• • 

• • 

• * 

• » 

• • 

* * 

, . 

modified up to 1923. 








• * 

. . 

• • 

1 

Total 

*• 

64 

29 

12 


8 

1 

*• 

•• 


72 

30 
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MENT NO. 14. 

of European British subjects during the year 1924. 


Of the total number of persons shown in — 


Columns 2 to 5. 


-^= OJ ^ 

ro M 

.§ 

S >^.2 ® 

O ^ 43 rb 
^ CO 

f-t .2 o 
02 P -JZj 

■2-" 

S C 3 <T-| 

p ^ .r^i O 

13 


^ ^ gw 


^ o 


u 


CD ^ ^ 
2 

^ P o 


I'S-a g-" 

2 a M VM 
H H o o 

i4 ^ 

o ' ’ 

r^.2 s d 

I c 4^ -2 c5 

2 o d § o 
^ nO d 02 Q 


15 


Columns f to 8. 


16 


d 

fd 

o 

rd 

c g 

d2 .d 
d 


lag 

'*i5 c3 
o 2 • 
o >^.2 02 

oo 

■ = rt3 

^.2 O 


17 


Columns 6 
to 10. 


18 


19 


Columns 11 and 12. 


Number whose cases were disposed 
of by— 


Magistrates. 


C3 43 

C o 
P4 CD 

2:5* 

d d 

^z/l 

tojo-'d 


20 


^'2 


f-t 




12 

2 


35 

8 

2 

10 

6 

1 


93 


21 


Sessions Judges. | 


• I ' 

O d2 

al 

2 'rS" 

a S 
^■S 

d d 

d ^ 
c3 -^3 

C/2 

5(3 

&X)S 


.2 jiq 
<D ^ 

^ §4.^ 

^ ^ r-» 

p=) 

o 

22 

23 

3 

•• 

1 


4 


1 


•• 

* 


24 


Remarks. 
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A, — Statement showing the original work disposed of and the result of trials in 
the Co^irts of Sessions and Courts of Magistrates for the year ending Slst 
December^ 1924 , 


Districfea 

' 

Courts oi Sessions. 

Courts of Magistrates. 


o 

■-d 

QJ 

m 

o 

•5 

cn 

uJ 

Ul 

o 

Pending. ■ 

n o 

n ^ 

* ^ <j^ 

^Po 

o o cu 

O CQ 9 

Cl O 

z; 

tr 

o 

a. 

O 

. 

To 

o 

'a s 

a o 

§ o 

2 1 
^ a ^ 

2 ® 

d -*-= . 05 

9 ^ a 

^ CJ . 

r-l ^1 

5^. a ^ 

§ 

i ^ o s 

zi 

Cases disposed of. 

Pending. > 

— 

02 O 

o g 

02 

W 

03 02 

VI o oa 

CJ jj O 

^ H 

'A 

5 

Number of persons 
convicted. 



S'S.S . 
si 

S gS^-.-S 

n — a 2 
o Cl p! 

S O 

S ^ ® 

-Q “ Q W 

|lsl 

2i 

1 

2 

3 

* 

1 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

- Dshra Dun 


10 

1 

13 

11 

84 

2,781 

35 

3,950 

2,412 

61 

Saharaupur 

. . 

100 

10 

188 

252 

52 

5,753 

62 

10,193 

4,235 

10 

MuzafLai’iiagar 


15 

3. 

96 

78 

79 

2,971 

61 

6.256 

1,931 

31 

Meerut . . 


119 

12 

268 

216 

81 

6,352 

116 

14,150 

4,760 

33 

Bulandshalir 


51 

10 

117 

75 

51 

1,013 

89 

8,883 

2,869 

32 

Aligarh .. 


91 

1 

210 

156 

71 

5,100 

85 

10,503 

3,530 

33 

Etah 


75 

1 

1G7 

101 

GO 

2,996 

36 

6,182 

2,049 

33 

Almora .. 


18 

1 

26 

21 

81 

893 

27 

2,054 

918 

13 

Garhwai 


16 

2 

33 

33 

92 

800 

10 

1,718 

711 

13 

Kaini Tal 

, , 

19 

8 

55 

31 

62 

1,7G7 

40 

3,126 

1,203 

33 

Bijnor . . 


19 

35 

171 

112 

65 

2,895 

81 

6,102 

1,770 

29 

Eudaun . . 

, , 

96 

5 

29B 

159 

53 

3,253 

105 

7,071 

2,130 

31 

Moradabad 


130 

11 

355 

252 

71 

5,678 

71 

10,332 

4,205 

41 

Bareilly 

, , 

109 

11 

399 

196 

19 

4,833 

09 

9,355 

3,895 

42 

Pilibhit .. 

. . 

10 

9 

121 

91 

73 

1,971 

18 

3,456 

1,461 

42 

Shahjahanpur 


89 

22 

21S 

119 

48 

2,231 

87 

4,419 

1,561 

35 

Muttra .. 


60 

1 

100 

70 

70 

4,854 

47 

8,302 

3,071 

43 

Agra 


87 

1 

162 

129 

80 

6,527 

73 

10,748 

5,315 

51 

Farruhhabad 

. . 

80 

9 

236 

156 

66 

2,935 

97 

6,491 

1,361 

31 

Maiupuri 


47 

7 

115 

71 

62 

2,418 

35 

4,943 

1,911 

39 

Etawah . . 


57 

20 

171 

103 

59 

2,250 

13 

4,200 

1,855 

41 

Jalaun 


20 

2 

66 

31 

47 

1,387 

12 

2,891 

880 

31 

dhansi . . 


25 

9 

17 

39 

83 

3,576 

76 

6,031 

2,672 

11 

CWnpore 


118 

12 

197 

117 

59 

10,867 

142 

15,195 

10,173 

67 

Eatehpur 

. . 

15 

1 

103 

70 

63 

1,558 

56 

3,680 

1,119 

30 

Banda . . 

. . 

33 

3 

92 

63 

68 

1,677 

16 

3,947 

1,217 

31 

Hamirpur 


28 

7 

50 

22 

11 

3,425 

, 23 

2,817 

906 

32 

Allahabad 


70 

12 

215 

73 

81 

16,239 

116 

23,475 

14,686 

*63 

Gorakhpur 


111 

13 

316 

196 

62 

9,625 

191 

20,951 

6,234 

30 

Basti 


15 

6 

103 

62 

57 

3,379 

53 

9,843 

1,565 

16 

Jaunpur 

, . 

22 


13 

16 

37 

2,802 

G1 

6,700 

1,166 

17 

Azamgarh 


51 

’ 7 

121 

58 

17 

2,526 

43 

6,143 

1,322 

22 

Mirzapur 


31 

2 

62 

53 

85 

2.039 

36 

4,163 

1,374 

33 

Benares 


3J 

1 

C2 

29 

47 

6,703 

13 

11,328 

7,131 

63 

Ghazipur * 


IS 

. , 

33 

2o 

66 

1,553 

31 

3,215 

915 

23 

Bailia . • • 


18 

7 

28 

13 

16 

1,824 

29 

4,010 

1,235 

32 

Total 

•• 

2,005 

235 

5,137 

8,300 

6iy. 

1,41,450 

2,354 

2,66,612 

1,03,191 

4iy. 

High Court at Allaha- 





Nil. 






bad. 












Ceahd Total 

•• 

2,0G5 

285 

5,137 

S,£00 

61% 

' 1,11,450 

j 2,351 

2,66,612 

1,08,194 

41»/. 



( 33 ) 


— Statement sJioiving the number of appeals and applications for revision. jand 
the numJjer of persons whose cases came before the Courts of Sessions Judges 
and of District Magistrates on appeal or for revision with the result as 
affecting the order of the lower courts during the 'gear 1924 :, 





Courts of 

Sessions. 




Courts of 
Magistrates. 
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CO 
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o 

U1 
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O 

o 

ft 

a 

o 
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o ^ 
ft43 


o'S 
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CD CO 

ft^ 
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VM O 
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pj 

QO 

s 

o 

u 

o 
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t 

'o 

CO 

s 

'pl 

ft 

c2 
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CO 

o 

CO 
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CD 

rd 

5-4 
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-543 .r-i 

o ^ 

c3 CO 

P 
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'a 

tb 

.9 

'rS 

Pi 

II 

a S 

rj C3 

ft 

c^ 

o 

ft 

ft 

C3 

o 

s 

U7 

© 

O 

CD 

3 

c3 

<XI 

p:! 

B 

CD 

CO 

o 

S B 

o J-t 
o ftl 

o 03 

la 

^ 2 

CD ‘jzL 

'ft 

B 

p c3 

s 

f-A 

rt 

a 

CD 



PP 










12; 

P4 

Ph 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Dehra Dnn 

98 

6 

91 f 




56 



74 

83 

28 

6 


Saharanjpur 

814 

15 

339 




49 



215 

67 

135 

12 


Miizafiaraagar 

208 

11 

244 




54 



162 

66 

145 

6 


Meerut 

537 

9 

633 




61 



529 

81 

258 

29 


Bulaiidsliahr 

193 

5 

353 




CO 



164 

45 

170 

15 


Aligarh 

278 

9 

337 




85 



270 

81 

132 

2 


Etah 

170 

6 

207 




54 



162 

79 

120 

3 


Almora 

eo 

2 

63 




63 



49 

80 

45 

3 


Garhwal . . , , 

17 


16 




21 



19 

86 

15 

. . 


X^aini Tal . 

122 

2 

124 




56 



90 

67 

39 

2 


Bijnor 

183 

2 

196 




91 



164 

78 

95 

, , 


^Budaun 

411 

6 

436 




eo 



371 

74 

147 

’t 


Moradabad 

503 

7 

690 




63 



426 

72 

142 


Bareilly 

384 

14 

518 




85 



292 

54 

102 

8 


. . 

136 

6 

201 




63 



146 

79 

44 

*_• 


Shahjahaupnr 

295 

17 

377 




74 



221 

1 ' 60 

74 ' 

8 


Muttra 

268 

8 

363 




61 



275 

74 

89 

6 


Agra 

364 

11 

468 




78 



335 


144 

17 ' 


Earrukhabad 

216 

13 

290 




60 



192 

68 ' 

100 

5 


Mainpuri .. 

242 

46 

367 




71 



190 

53 

127 

6 


Etawah 

209 

13 

218 




45 



160 

63 

91 

5 


Jalaun 

59 

8 

64 




71 



44 

48 

34 

5 


Jbansi 

124 

9 

120 




56 



142 

87 

60 

7 


Cawnpcre . . 

382 

22 

496 




43 



274 

59 

74 

3 


Eatchpur . . 

185 

2 

182 




86 



159 

73 

76 

6 


Eauda 

66 

3 

166 




53 



113 

73 

64 

4 


Haiuirpur . . 

Allahabad , , 

77 

2C0 

6 

17 

105 

475 




73 

77 



65 

303 

62 

65 

58 

193 

7 

3b 


r 

334 

84 

475 




64 



243 

55 

231 

11 


“r . - 

-1 # • # « 

1L2 

43 

373 




44 



202 

73 

149 

2 


Jaunpur 

Azarcgarh.. 

Mirzapur . . 

Benares 

69 

176 

149 

22S 

7 

4 

7 

2 

104 

271 

164 

280 




85 

64 

50 

42 



73 

181 

87 

203 

75 

68 

51 

74 

132 

74 

77 

165 

12 

4 

5 

18 


Ghazipur . . 

Ballia 

131 

127 

23 

16 

191 

260 




56 

C6 



92 

172 

53 

62 

82 

103 

8 

9 

- 

Total 

7,767 

461 

10,19: 

60'/. 

1 6,369 

67»/« 

3,314 

281 




( 34 ) 


(/>— Statement showing particvlavs regarding witnesses in the Courts of Sessions 
and Magistrates for the year ending Slat December ^ 1924. 





Courts of Sessions. 



Courts of Magistrates. 


District. 


Number of persons who 
attended as witnesses. 

Number of witnesses 
examined. 

Number of witnesses 
discharged after the 
second day. 

Number to whom pay- 
ments were made. 

Amount paid. 

Number of persons who 
attended as witnesses. 

Number of witnesses 
examined. 

Number of witnesses 
discharged after the 
second day. 

Number to whom pay- 
ments were made. 

Amount paid. 

1 


2 

3 

4 

5 


7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Debra Dun 


99 

83 

17 

41 

Es. 

1,355 

5,143 

3,903 

374 

347 

Ks. 

1,797 

Baharanpur 


3,616 

2,655 

1,479 

980 

3,310 

9,574 

6,585 

8,057 

408 

2,207 

5,642 

Muz afi am agar 


607 

493 

42 

453 

1,185 

5,413 

568 

1,902 

7,643 

Meerut 


1,413 

1,254 

606 

245 

1,258 

2,835 

15,624 

12,680 

449 

5,372 

12,322 

Bulandshahr 


878 

233 

711 

2,381 

9,961 

7,685 

572 

3,4^1 

10,159 

Aligarh 


1,073 

816 

104 

957 

2,073 

12,829 

10,942 

1,015 

298 

2,476 

4,632 

Etah 


1,032 

530 

121 

793 

1,655 

6,627 

5,805 

2,477 

5,546 

Almora 


177 

172 

11 

154 

1,107 

2,012 

1,035 

101 

842 

2,360 

Garhwal 


189 

170 

4 

167 

3,490 

1,592 

1,533 

87 

586 

1,294 

Kami Tal 


339 

384 

50 

312 

2,503 

3,104 

2,785 

82 

1,578 

6,335 

Bijnor 


1,373 

850 

123 

1,113 

3,274 

6,039 

4,689 

180 

1,754 

6,637 

Budaun 


1,372 

1,361 

30 

908 

2,273 

8,372 

7,564 

349 

4,611 

9,873 

Moradabad 


1,868 

1,374 

39 

1,549 

5,530 

10,208 

9,215 

252 

'3,374 

6,534 

Bareilly 


2,098 

1,540 

712 

1,740 

4,483 

9,519 

7,717 

917 

3,245 

5,023 

Pilibhit 


826 

739 

99 

735 

2,415 

2,182 

1,846 

219 

l,4i37. 

1,867 

Shahjahanpur 


2,031 

1,319 

335 

1,604 

3,195 

7,100 

5,837 

635 

8,174 

6,29d 

Muttra 


482 

407 

103 

427 

1,050 

2,094 

8,062 

6,935 

339 

2,265 

8,317 

Agra 


894 

786 

69 

657 

13,916 

11,394 

504 

2,789 

8,597 

Earrukhabad 


1,822 

1,450 

494 

1,531 

4,139 

10,993 

8,860 

796 

3,869 

7,772 

Mainpuri . 


660 

526 

179 

414 

975 

5,419 

4,617 

448 

2,273 

4,231 

Etawah 


1,031 

864 

306 

736 

1,496 

7,693 

6,774 

347 

2,695 

4,883 

Jalaun 


326 

262 

86 

209 

f98 

3,081 

l,9f5 

112 

1,077 

2,277 

Jhansi 


479 

392 

111 

234 

932 

9,338 

6,927 

352 

1,919 

4,861 

Cawnpore 


1,448 

1,109 

276 

900 

3,766 

13,987 

12,916 

804 

2,977 

7,491 

Eatehpur 


397 

387 

219 

370 

831 

6,227 

4,963 

553 

1,982 

2,940 

Banda 


592 

470 

104 

fOl 

1,434 

4,315 

3,325 

86 

1,433 

2,740 

Hamirpur 


480 

397 

IIG 

358 

1,043 

5,023 

3,909 

203 

1,346 

2,463 

Allahabad 


1,322 

857 

844 

999 

7,483 

19,207 

14,451 

641 

8,128 

9,049 

Gorakhpur 


2,312 

1,513 

618 

2,045 

6,107 

18,106 

16,470 

862 

4,354 

10,875 

Basti 


646 

504 

199 

569 

1,552 

6,557 

5,687 

496 

2,523 

5,271 

Jaunpur 


113 

100 

10 

110 

170 

4,642 

3,843 

454 

1,549 

2,443 

Azamgarh 


748 

606 

37 

538 

1,122 

6,17 5 

5,437 

323 

2,146 

3,635 

Mirzaput 


316 

276 

36 

227 

780 

4,879 

4,320 

792 

802 

2,355 

Benares 


511 

S31 

85 

82 

366 

10,486 

9,092 

255 

1,549 

4,779 

Ghazipur 


275 

249 

22 

161 

271 

3,509 

2,5'"0 

87 

1,661 

2,273 

Ballia 


220 

211 

• • 

114 

136 

4,852 

4,690 

454 

873 

1,626 

Total 

•• 

34,190 

26,399 

7,063 

24,705 

79,469 

2,82,993 

2,36,737 

14,919 

82,118 

1,88,737 

High Court 

at 











Allahabad, 












Geaud joaau 

•• 

34,190 

i 

26,399 

7,0G3 

24,705 

79,469 

2,82,993 

2,36,737 

14,919 

82,118 

1,83,737 



( 35 ) 


D,^Statement showing the total amount of fines imposed and realised and amount 
paid by ^vay 0 } compensation in the exercise of original jurisdiction by the 
criminal courts in 1924. 


• 

District. 

% 

1 

Courts of Sessions. 

CouEits of Magistrates. 

Total 
amount of 
fines 
imposed. 

Amount 

realized. 

Amount 
paid by 
way of 
compensa- 
tion. 

Total 
amount of 
fines 
imposed. 

Amount 

realized. 

Amount 
paid by 
way of 

compensa. 

tion. 

1 

2 * 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 



Es. 

Es. 

Ks. 

Es. 

Es. 

Es, 

DeLra Dnn . . 





16,893 

16,776 

2,554 

Saharanpur . . , , 


7,650 

2,200 


33,214 

32,268 

1,700 

Muzafiarnagar 

•• 

1,200 

200 

•• 

21,083 

17,060 

1,923 

Meerut 


925 

265 


54,021 

48,272 

5,698 

Bulandshahr . . 


450 

306 


30,633 

27,070 

1,086 

Aligarh 

*• 

2,200 

439 

100 

27,098 

23,603 

1,635 

Etah •. 


1,150 

1,150 


20,602 

19,724 

930 

Alroora 



40 

40 

12,632 

11,201 

2,4i7 

Garhwal 

• * 

•• 

300 

290 

11,499 

11,214 

375 

Naini Tal 





15,355 

13,036 

1,900 

Bijnor 




, , 

11,566 

8,510 

1,484 

Budaun 


200 

240 

•• 

18,520 

16,020 

509 

Moradahad . . 


5,750 

4,075 

80 

32,468 

28,743 1 

8,056 

Bareilly 


2,755 

1,150 

30 

28,803 

22,090 

4,674 

lliiibhit 

.. 

•• 

1,000 

1,000 

11,698 

10,247 

1,103 

S'*^nhjnlir.nunr 


1,100 

509 

60 

15,699 

11,072 

2,273 



3,670 

1,2S1 

400 

30,478 

28,587 

593 

Agra 

.. 

2,750 

1,850 

1,700 

48,898 

43,282 

2,005 

Farrukhabad 


1,S25 

816 

765 

23,274 

13,676 

2,930 

Mainpuri 

, . 

1,000 

•711 

69 

19,739 

17,945 

2,570 

Etawah 

*• 

675 

300 


16,001 

14,364 

710 

Jalaun 


200 


100 

6,636 

5,976 

213' 

Jhansi 


100 

'’100 

100 

14,182 

12,151 

949 

Cawnpore 

•• 

600 

50 

•• 

63,186 

51,953 

1,770 

Fatehpur 


1,850 

2,390 

• . * 

12,021 

11,164 

2,549 

Banda 

, , 

2,050 

243 

. . 

10,520 

8,958 

1,191 

Hamirpur 

•* 

850 

591 

•• 

6,701 

6,159 

1,009 

Allahabad 


1,750 

1,322 


72,051 

63,868 

4,102 

Gorakhpur . . 

a • 

325 

, , 

. . 

28,228 

20,757 

1,660 

Easti 

•• 


*• 

•• 

22,435 

13,477 

685 

Jaunpur 


665 

290 

200 

9,303 

8,114 

1,444 

Azam gar h 


65 

25 

. . 

11,345 

9,299 

1,042 

Mirzapur , . 

•• 

900 

671 

• • 

13,847 

13,076 

1,093 

Benares 


5,000 

94 


43,116 

35,860 

4,695 

Ghazipur 

, , 

1,700 

917 

. . 

16,431 

6,863 

449 

Ballia • . 

• * 

160 

160 

* * 

10,008 

9,171 

508 

Total 

•• 

49,415 

23,685 

4,934 

3,45,191 

j 7,11,606 

1 65,519 



E.—- statement showing the result of appeals and applications for revision in the 
High Court for the year ending Sist Decemler, 1924. 


Sessions division, 


1 


Agra 

AligarH 

Allahabad 

Asamgarli 

Bndaun 

Bareilly 

Bonares 

Bulandslialir 

Oawnpore 

Barrnkhabad 

Ghazipnr 

Gorakhpur 

Ihansi., 

Kumaun 

Meerut 

Moradabad 

Mainpuri 

Saharanpur * * 
Shahjahanpur 

Total 


Appeals. 

Applications for revision. 


o 

CD trt' 

[ CD CO 

bo 



(D 01 

1 bo 


persons wl 

a ^ 

o 

CD 

ft r-i 

O 

persons who 
or order w 

persons pendir 

ai 

_o 

% 

ft 

applicants whoi 
LS were rejecte 
;^ere conlifmed. 

O - 

a S 

_o 

ft ^ 

Ift 

persons pendiii 

Remarks, 

Number oj 
appealed. 

Number of 
sentence 
confirmed, 

Number of 
sentence 
modified. 

*0 

ci 

^ ‘fll 

Id += 

Izj 

rt 

O 

CD 

B 

pi 

M-( '2 M 

3 ce o 
;27 

Number of 
sentence 
modified. 

Number of 
trial. 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

176 

138 

29 

9 

164 

86 

53 

25 


175 

135 

17 

23 

62 

30 

.21 

41 


165 

49 

97 

19 

83 

55 

.26 

1 


GS 

43 

24 

1 

43. 

20 

24 

4 


153 

105 

30 

17 

75 

44 

20 

11 


163 

87 

70 

6 

14S 

38 

32 

78 


40 

19 

15 

6 

146 

85 

13 

43 


to 

40 

9 

1 

79 

21 

15 

43 


273 

154 

68 

51 

163 

89 

61 

13 


113 

68 

32 

18 

33 

26 

9 

3 


26 

11 

2 

13 

187. 

118 

;67 

2 


257 

192 

34 

31 

68 

59 

1 

8 


76 

65 

7 

4 

28 

15 

8 

^5 


^ 243 

223 

23 

2 

74 

60 

. 11 

3 


177 

96 

61 

20 

269 

194 

..50 

25 


283 ' 

217 

27 

39 

f5S 

97 

. 41 

1 

17 


127 

92 

24 

11 

116 

40 

. 60 

16 


257 

124 

84 

49 

59 

42 

17 

, , 


126 

82 

27 

17 

49 

41 

8 



2,958. 

1,941 

680 

337 

i 

.2,014 

1,161 

540 

313 




( S' ) 

F. — Statement showing the criminal business coming before the High Court in 1924 


Description of case. 

• 

* 

Bemain- 
ing from 
1923. 

Piled in 
1924. 

Disposed 
of in 
1924. 

! 

Eemaming 
at tbe close 
of 1924. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Original business 

• 

•• 

•• 



"^'otal 

•• 

•• 




Appeals. 






By persons convicted by Sessions Judges . . 

100 

932 

946 

86 


By Local Government from judgements of 
Acquittal. 

1 

84 

26 

9 


Total 

101 

966 

972 

95 


References, 






Cases in wbich the Judge disagreed witli tbe 
verdict, section SOT, Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. 

1 

- 

1 

•• 


Capital references under section 374, Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 

13 

116 

123 

6 


Cases under section 341, Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 

•• 

1 

1 

•• 


Total 

14 

117 

125 

6 


Bevisions, 






Cases referred under section 438, Code of 
Criminal Procedure, decided by — 






(1) Magistrates . . 

3 

37 

40 

'• 


(2) Tessions Judges 

3 

110 

98 

15 


Cases unaer section 439, Code of Criminal 
Procedure, decided by — 


1 


1 


(1) Magistrates . . 

10 

91 

92 

9 


(2) Sessions Judges 

43 

542 

§03 

82 


Total 

69 

780 

733 

lOG 


Otber miscellaneous cases . . . . 

4 -it 

287 

288 

i 


Total . • 

4. 

287 

233 

3 


Grand Total 

173 

2,150 

2,118 

210 
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NOTE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF CIVIL JUSTICE DURINCJ 
THE CALENDAR YEAR 1925. 


1. D*uring the year the territorial jurisdictions of the munsifs in the 
Bulandshahr judgeship were redistributed and the court of the additional 
munsif at Bulandshahr was made a fixed court with certain defined juris* 
diction. 


The jurisdiction of that court is given below together with the 
revised jurisdictions of those courCs the work in which necessitated the 
changes : — 


Serial 

number. 

Name of courts. 

Jurisdiction. 

Number and date 
of notification. 

1 

First munsif at Buland- 
sbabr. j 

Tahsil of Bulandshahr 

No. 107/YII— 61, 

: dated January 22, 

1925. 

2 

Second munsif at Bulaud- 
shahr. 

Parganas Anupshahr and Ahar 
in tahsil Anupshahr, and 
parganas Sikandrabad, Dadri 
and Dankaur in tahsil Sikan- 
drabad. 

No. 1712/VII— 61, 
dated December 
11, 1925. 

3 

Munsif at Khur ja 

Tahsil Khurja and pargana 
Dibai in tahsil Anupshahr. 

Ditto, 


Temporary additional judges were employed during the year as 
follows : — 

Agra . — From November 25, 1925 to December 18, 1925. 

Aligarh . — From August 19, 1925 to November 25, 1925. 

Cawiipore . — From July 24, 1925 to the end of the year. 

Gorakhpur . — One from November 30, 1925 to the end of the year 
and another from August 27, 1925 to September 4, 1925. 

Kumaun.-^From April 4, 1925 to the end of the year.'^^;^ 

Shahjahan 2 mr.~Fvom January 12, 1925 to May ,31, 1925. 

Temporary courts of sessions and subordiuate judges *were employed 
during the year as follows: — ^ ^ 

Mainpuri . — From October 20, 1925 to the end of the year. 

Bareilly. ‘-'From April 9, 1925 to December 23, 1925. 

Bijuor.— From January 15, 1925 to March 31, 1925. 

Etawah.— From January 1, 1925 to March 31, 1925, and again from 
October 20, 1925 to the end of the year. 

The following courts of munsifs acting as additional subordinate 
judges were located at: — 

Aligarh.—From August 19, 1925 to the end of the year. 

Bailia . — From February 11, 1925 to the end of the year. 

Mainpuri,— ‘From January 2, 1925 to September 12, 1925, and again 
from September 17, 1925 to the end of the year. 

1 
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Movable courts were posted as follows 

Subordinate judges. 

Agra.-One for the whole year and another from January 12, 19i.5 to 
April 3, 1^25. . , 95 1925 to December 23, 1925. 

for the whole of the year and another from Feb- 

ruary 28, 19^5 to the end of the year. 

A ^amnarh —One for the whole of Ahe year. 

A ~amgaj • j j g -^^^5 to the end of the year. 

Pe^tares.-FromJulj 0 , 

?3“,925 “o Ae eod of Ae Je.r, 

SworZ-Fiom Slarcli I, 1925 » Ao e"2 «f ‘l>= ?«“'■ . 

rarrLabai.-r,om Jamary 1. IMS l» A«gusl 6. 192». and agarn 
from September 21, 1925 to December 16, 19.o. 

Basti -From January 31. 1925 to the end of the year. 
Gorakvior.-Fvom August 27, 1925 to the end of the year. 

Sl™«pt.-Fro.„ Marot 30 1925 to Septembar 7, 1925. 
Sliahjalianpur.-One for the whole year. 

Munsifs. 

A^ni.-From December 10, 1925 to the end of the year. 
jlliqarh.—Oae for the whole year. 

Mirzapur.-Ytom July 6 , 1925 to October 25, 1925 
Asamoar/i.— From November 2, 1925 to the end of the year. 
Ir.iLj.-One from November 9, 1925 to D^^^^ 23, 1925, and 

another from May 18. 1925 to September 8 , l92o. 

Uemres.-From January 15, 1925 to November 4, 1925. 
.Jaunpur.-One from July 6 , 1925 and another from November 5, 
1925, both to the end of the year. 

Ehurja.—One up to January 27 , 1925. 

Bulandshahr.-Yrom March 2, 1925 up to the end of the year. 
Cnumpo^.-Twolfrom November 7, 1925 both to the end of the year. 
Gorakhpur.— Wrom April 2, 1925 to the end of the year. 

Beoria . — From December 14, 1925 to the end of the year. 
Bansu—Ftom July 6 , 1925 to December 10, 1925. 

Mainpuri.— From. January 2, 1925 to March 16, 1925. 
Ghaziahad—Oae for the whole year and another from November 2, 
1925 to the end of the year. 

Meerwi .-One for the whole year and another from February 34, 
1925 to March 31^ 1925, 
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Muzaffarnagar.^—Om for the whole year. 

Nagina. — From August 6, 1925 to August 25, 1925. 

Bijnor* — From April 6, 1925 to July 27, 1925. 

Suits. 

2. The total number of suits instituted in the civil courts throughout 
the provmce reached an unprecedented figure in 1924, but there was a 
still further increase^of over 6,000 in the year under review, when it rose 
to 160;575. Institutions in the courts of munsifs fell from 70,491 to 
70,341, but in the courts of subordinate judges they rose from 7,707 to 
8,429 and in courts of small causes from 80,527 to 86,741. In the courts 
of district judges the number increased slightly from 51 to 66. Not* 
only was the number of small cause courts largely increased, but, as 
suggested in the report of the Civil Justice Committee, extended powers 
were widely given to courts already in existence. 

While there was a negligible decrease in the number of testamentary 
^ suits and suits relating to religious and other endowments, the increase 
w^as common to all other kinds of suits, those for money and movable 
property rising from 131,029 to 136,094, and mortgage suits from 6,571 
to 7,375. The total value of suits rose by almost two crores of rupees, 
and the institutions of suits of all values increased, particularly suits of a 
value not exceeding Rs. 500, of which the figures were 66,720 as against 
62,986 in the previous year. 

In only four judgeships was there any fall in the number of institu- 
tions, namely, Bareilly, Farrukhabad, Shahjahanpur and Piiibhit, where 
the numbers were respectively 269, 192, SO and 6 less than in 1924. 
The greatest increase in institutions was in Gorakhpur, where they rose 
by 1,827, while in Cawnpore, Allahabad, Azamgarh and Jhansi they 
rose by 740, 793, 781 and 799 respectively, 

“ Good harvests and settled political conditions give the people mcrei 
leisure and adequate funds to satisfy their instinct for litigation, ”! 
remarks the district judge of Benares in accounting for a marked im. 
crease in institutions in the district of Jaunpur. These considerations! 
possibly apply to other districts. But the speedier disposal of suits duel 
to the increase in the number of courts and the extension of small cause I 
court jurisdiction have also contributed to the increase in litigation,] 
Aware of these general causes few district judges have any particular 
reasons to give for the rise in institutions in th^eir own divisions. In 
Gorakhpur the increase in particular was attributed to a large number 
of suits filled by the mofassil bank of that district. In Jhansi ''the in- 
crease was probably due to the decrease in insolvency cases.” In Azam- 
garh the district judge attributes the increase to the effect of thej 
reduction in court-fees which had been effected early in 1924, 

8. In spite of the increase in institutions, the disposals of original 
■ suits rose in almost the same proportion. The total number of disposals 
throughout the civil courts in the province rose from 166,236 to 172,014, 
In the judgeships of Meerut, Bareilly, Farrukhabad, Bulandshahr and 
Piiibhit disposals fell by 582, 425, 138, 110 and 76 respectively, but 
the general increase was shared by all the remaining judgeships. The 
most remarkable was that in Gorakhpur, where the number of suits 
disposed of rose by 2,126. Jhansi comes next with an increase of 1,141 
disposals; and Cawnpore with 877, The pending fiile throughout the 
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province rose by 1,357 suits, ten of the judgeships contributing to this 
increase. Bulandahahr heads the list with an increased pending file of 
429 suits, followed by Moradabad, Gorakhpur and Saharanpur with 
respectively increases of 321, 284 and 240 suits. The largest reduction 
in pending suits was effected in Mainpuri of 133 suits ; in Agra it was 
111 and in Bareilly and Cawnpore 104. 

The total number of suits before the courts rose froro 193,877 to 
201,013. Suits decided after contest, excluding those decided on reference 
to arbitration, rose from 40,439 to 41,745. It is satisfactory to bo able to 
report a farther, though slight, reduction in the number of suits pending 
for more than three months from 8,022 to 7;945. 

^ The increase in disposals is naturally due mainly to the increase in 
jtlie__number of courts. Most of the extra courts sanctione3~m April, 
1924 had already been employed, at any rate on a temporary basis, before 
the close of that year, and the number was completed during 1925. 
The assistance which the High Court was thus enabled to give to differ- 
ent judgeships from time to time and to some of them permanently was 
;of inestimable value in reducing congested files and the number of long 
pending cases. 

j The recommendations of the Civil Justice Committee for securing 
a more expeditious disposal of suits received the serious attention of all 
presiding officers of courts, both at the suggestion of the High Court in 
the form of general letters and under the guidance of district judges, as 
regards those details of procedure which it is in their own power to im- 
prove. And it is not open to doubt that the advice given in those 
recommendations has been both timely and effective. Arrangements to 
give effect to other recommendations with a view to the co-ordination 
and centralisation of the work of courts at the headquarters of judge- 
ships were carefully considered, and it is hoped will be given eff’ect to in 
certain judgeships in the present year. They are, however, bound to be 
at first of an experimental nature, but there is good reason to expect that 
they will secure a still further improvement. 

^ But while the increase in the number of courts has so far enabled 
disposals practically to keep pace with the increase in institutions, care- 
ful and continuous supervision is necessary to obtain the full value of 
the extra courts sanctioned, and the High Court has had to draw the 
attention of the district judges to the need for frequent inspections not 
only by themselves of the courts subordinate to them, but by presiding 
officers of the work of their own staffs. It was discovered that some 
courts had not been inspected at all or only very cursorily inspected in 
a period of many months. Orders have accordingly been issued for fre- 
quent and regular inspections, and it is hoped that all presiding officers 
will realize the importance of this part of their work. 

\J The court found it necessary in the last an^^nual report to draw the 
particular attention of presiding officers to t e omission in many cases 
to^ examine the parties as required by Order X, rule 1, of the Code of 
Civil Procedure. The returns show that much greater use has been 
made of this provision, but there is still considerable room for improve- 
ment. 

The number of contested suits decided otherwise than on reference to 
arbitration by district judges fell from 128 to 38, while the number 
of uncontested suits decided was 25 as against 38 in the previous year. 
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There was a slight decrease in the number of sessions trials from 1,368 to 
1,321, but there was a still further rise ia the number of criminal appeals 
from 5,737 to 6,149 and criminal revisions from 1,082 to 1,102. The 
number of miscellaneous applications decided by these courts increased 
from 4,887 to 5,091. In the following ten judgeships the disposals of 
miscellaneous and insolvency cases were respectively Saharanpur, 
306 and *58; Meerut, 385 and nil ; Aligarh, 275 and 15; Moradabad, 
313 and nil ; Agra,* 224 and nil; Mainpuri, 189 and 30; Benares, 275 
and 43 ; Cawnpore, 587 and nil ; Allahabad, 297 and 88 ; Gorakhpur, 
821 and nil. Of the 64 original suits decided by these courts, 15 were 
disposed of by the district judge of Shahjahanpur, and 9 and 8 respec- 
tively by the district judges of Moaadabad and Cawnpore. 

In the following judgeships one or more subordinate judges were 
exercising powers under the Insolvency Act : — Meerut, Saharanpur, 
Moradabad, Gorakhpur, Bareilly, Cawnpore, Aligarh and Agra. Jurisdic- 
tion under the Act was also conferred during the year on the subordinate 
judge of Farrukhabad, 

The following statement gives a summary of the work of the courts 
of subordinate judges and munsifs on the regular side and of courts of 
small causes throughout) the province in 1925 : — 

Decided, 


Court. 

Pending 
' from 

1 1924. 

Total 

for 

disposal. 

Con- 

tested. 

Uncon- 

tested. 

Pending 
more 
tbau a 
, year. 

1 - 

Small cause courts . . 

9,019 

89,352 ' 

13,876 

65,731 

45 

Munsifs (regular) . . . . . . 

13,775 

87,701 

23,988 

49,567 

328 

Subordinate judges (regular) .. .. 

3,681 

12,425 

4,191 

4,606 

292 


The number of cases pending for more than a year has slightly 
increased in the small cause courts, but it has slightly decreased in the 
courts of munsifs and has been very substantially reduced in the courts 
of sobordinate judges from 864 to 292. The largest number of such 
cases in any judgeship was 93 in Gorakhpur. 

The total number of suits disposed of by subordinate judges under 
regular and small cause court powers increased from 20,384 to 23,701. 
The outturn of contested suits from the following courts deserve special 
mention Muzafiarnagar, 195 regular suits with 272 appeals and 7 
sessions trials; Meerut 1st subordinate judge, 185 regular suits with 
612 miscellaneous cases and 10 sessions trials ; Meerut 2ad subordinate 
judge, 128 regular suits with 76 appeals and 19 sessions trials; 
JBulandshahr, 125 regular and 13 small cause suits with 99 appeals 
and 12 sessions trials; Saharanpur 1st subordinate judge, 110 regular 
and 116 small cause suits with 69 appeals and 19 sessions trials; 
Cawnpore Isb subordinate judge, 110 regular suits with 83 appeals and 
14 sessions trials ; Bareilly, 118 regular and 25 small cause suits 
with 47 appeals and 8 sessions trials ; Shahjahanpur, 98 regular and 
106 small cause suits with 88 appeals and 20 sessions trials; Moradabad 
2nd subordinate judge, 108 regular suits with 201 appeals and IS 
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sessions trials ; and Jaunpnr, 80 regular and 204 small cause suits 
with 187 appeals and 15 sessions trials. 

There was a slight decrease in the total number of suits dispose 1 of 
by munsifs under their regular and small cause court powers from 
114,691 to 114,195, but the number of contested cases disposed of rose 
by 70 to 30,071. There has been a very creditable outturn of work 
in many of these courts, and in the following the^ number of contested 
regular and small cause suits was exceptionally large Sambhal, 
Amroha, Nagina, Budaun West, Sahas >van, Muttra, Kanauj, Bisauli 
and Mirzapur. Several of these courts were mentioned in the last 
annual report. 

Dukation, 

4. Although there were somewhat fewer sessions trials during the 
year, the number of days occupied by district and additional judges in 
civil work fell from 2,073 to 2,060. But it must be borne in mind that 
there was an increcase of more than 400 criminal appeals. 

^ The recommendations of the Civil Justice Committee in the matter 
of reckoning duration have received due consideration, but it has been 
decided, for the present at auy rate, to retain the old method of calculation, 

The following comparative table shows the differences in tdie average 
duration of contested and uncontasted cases in the various courts in 
1924 and 1925 





Contested. 

1 

Uncontested. 



1924. 

.1925. 

1924. 

1925. 

District judges .. 

, . 

.. 

1G4 

195 

143 

350 

Subordinate judges 

• • 

• • 

233 

217 1 

130 

126 

Munsifs 

•• 

•• 

112 

107 j 

57 

54 


It is satisfactory to note the continued reduction in the duration of 
both contested and uncontested suits in the courts of subordinate judges 
and munsifs. Of the figures for district judges' courts, however, no 
explanation has been offered, though the rise in the average duration of 
uncontested cases is extraordinarily high. But the number of original 
suits tried by these courts was very small during the year under review, 
so that the table shows that on the whole the work of the court was in 
fact done with greater expedition. 

Description and value of suits, 

5. The total value of all suits increased by more than one and a half 
crores of rupees to Rs. 8,85,57,592 and was considerably in excess of the 
very high figures for 1920. This is almost entirely accounted for by the 
increase in the values of suits instituted in the courts' of subordinate 
judges, though the figures for munsifs and small cause courts show 
respectively rises of more than IS and 6 lakhs of rupees. In Acrra 
courts alone the value of suits instituted rose by more than 14 lakhs, and 
in Cawnpore by more than 22, 
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Appeals. 

6. The total number of appeals before the courts subordinate to the Judicial 
High Court fell from 15,303 to 14f,932. Those before the courts of Stateneat 
subordinate judges rose from 8,892 to 9,255, but before the courts of j, 
district judges they fell from 6,411 to 5,677. 

The pending hies in both classes of court were reduced, and a total 
reduction i)f the pending hie for the whole province of 642 to 4,252 was 
effected, thus, it is satisfactory to note, exceeding the decrease in the 
number of appeals filed by more than 250. The number of appeals 
pending for more than three months fell from 2,170 to 1,643, The 
average duration of appeals was also reduced from 172 to 136 days. The 
total number of appeals disposed of, including those from the decisions 
of revenue courts, increased by 4K. More than half of the judgeships 
contributed to this increase. In Moradabad, Aligarh and Bulaudshahr 
disposals rose by 459, 322 and 320 respectively. In Moradabad the 
district judge himself decided more than 450 appeals. In Aligarh a 
large staff of subordinate judges and in Bulandshalir extra assistance 
given during the year effected these iocreases. Of the eight judgeships 
where the number of disposals fell, the highest figure is shown by Azam- 
garb, 455, while in Farrukhabad, Gorakhpur and Shahjahanpiir they 
decreased respectively by 268, 212 and 203. In Azamgarh the decrease 
in disposals was due to the light pending file at the close of the previous 
year, a fall in the number of appeals filed and the absence of the 
district judge for almost a mouth, during which time no successor wms 
appointed, In Gorakhpur the permanent district judge was awmy for 
some months on sick leave, and this has affected the outturn of work 
there. In the other districts named the decrease wms duo to an unusual 
amount of criminal work, as at Shahjahanpur, where the time of the 
district judge \vas largely taken up with trials connected with com- 
munal disturbances. The greatest reduction in the pending files ’was 
effected in Moradabad, where it fell from 735 to 107. In Aligarh and 
Ghazipur they fell respectively by 352 and 233. In Benares and 
Gorakhpur they rose respectively by 195 and 171. The district judge 
of Ghazipur decided 674 appeals, and the additional judge of Meerut 
420. The total number of appeals summarily rejected under Order XLI, 
rule 11, fell from 89 to 47. Of these, 22 appeals were thus dealt with in 
Ghazipur. In eight of the judgeships no use was made of the rule at 
all, while in each of five others it wms only employed once. 


The following table gives the totals of the different kinds of appeals 
for disposal decided and left pending in the district and subordinate 
judges' courts: — 


Appeals in the courts of— 

Pending at 
close of 
1924. 

Total for 
disposal- 

Decided. 

Pending at 
the close of 
1925. 

1 . — District Judges* 





Civil (regular) 

2,890 

5,677 

3,349 

2,328 

Miscellaneous . . . . ' 

131 

6i6 

413 

143 

Bent .. .• *• j 

1,109 

2,791 

1,833 

958 

2— Subordinate jtidges, ' 





Civil (regular) 

2,004 

9,255 

7,331 

1,924 

Miscellaneous 

68 

347 

279 

1 

63 
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The figures for the following district and sessions courts show a 
particularly creditable outturn of work ; — 


— 

Civil 

appeals. 

Criminal 

appeals. 

Sessions 

trials. 

Moradabad 



1 

464 i 

440 

76 

Ghazipur 


. . 

. . 

G74 ; 

211 .. 

49 

Meoi'ut, additional 


.. . 

, . 

420 i 

176 

43 

Biidaun 

• • 

• ' 

• ' 

221 " 

?86 

71 


High Court. 


7. The Hon’ble Mr. Justice C. Walsh, K.C., was on leave from 
March 30 to July 27, 1925, combined with the annual vacation, and 
Rai Bahadur L. M. Banerji officiated. 

The Hon’ble Sir Theodore Piggott, I.C.S., was on leave preparatory 
to retirement, combined with the annual vacation and Mr. S. R. Daniels, 
I.C s., officiated. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice S, R. Daniels, i.c.s., took his seat as Puisne 
Judge, vice Sir Theodore Piggott, i.c.s., retired on October 20, 1925. 

The Hon ble Sir Louis Stuart, i.c.s,, was on leave from April 80 to 
July 27, 1925, combined with the annual vacation and Mr. E. H. 
Ashworth, I.C.S., officiated. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice B. J. Dalai, i.c.s., took his seat as Puisne 
Judge on October 20, 1925, vice the Hon’ble Sir Louis Stuart, i.c.s., 
who was appointed to be the Chief Judge of the Chief Court of Oudh, 

The following table fehows the work done by the High Court during 
the year : — 

Statement showing the work of this Honourable Court for 1925. 


Class of cases. 

Pending 
siaco 1924. 

Filed in 
1925. 

Total. 

Decided. 

Balance. 

Full BeiicJi references. 






Birst appeal 

. . 

• • 

• • 

• • 

. • 

Second appeal 

. . 

11 

. . 

• • 

* . 

Miscellaneous 

. , 

11 

10 

1 

Criminal . . 

. . 

1 

1 

1 

• • 

Divorce Act 

5 

4 

9 

4 

5 

Bench of two judqes. 


443 


296 


Regular first appeals , . 

1,237 

1,G80 

1,384 

Execution first appeals 

71 

78 

149 

104 

45 

Appeals under Letters 

121 

106 

227 

153 

74 

Patent. 




540 

1,086 

Regular second appeals 

871 

755 

1,626 

Execution second appeals 

19 

81 

50 

25 

265 

25 

Eirst appeal from 

196 

223 

419 

154 

orders. 






Miscellaneous company 

, . 

« • 

• • 

. . 


matters. 






Income-tax references 


2 

2 

2 


Criminal appeals 

30 

281 

311 

293 

13 

Criminal revision 

7 

63 

72 

71 

1 

Criminal references , . 

2 

30 

32 

28 

4 

Single fudge. 




716 

2,117 

Regular second appeals 

1,330 

1,453 

2,833 

Execution vr-nd r.pr~-l- 

27 

56 

83 

40 

43 

Appeals frerj ordu":. . . 

) 

[ 

• * 

• • 

* * 
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Class of cases. 

Pending 
since 1921. 

Filed in 
1925. 

Total. 

Decided. 

Balance, 

Criminal appeals 

71 

760 

831 

739 

92 

Criminal revision 

84 

664 

648 

594 

54 

Criminal references^ .. 

13 

130 

143 

133 

10 

Regular criminal trials 

. . 

1 

1 

1 


Regular civil suits 

. . 

1 

1 


1 

Matrimonial suits 

• 5 

7 

12 

7 

5 

Company matters 

14 

7 

21 

6 

15 

Execution first appeals 

12 

13 

25 

22 

3 


The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Lai Gq^al Mukerji inspected the district 
courts at Cawnpore, Budaun, Mainpuri and Farrukhabad and the court 
of the Munsif at Kasganj in the Aligarh judgeship during the year. 


There was again a rise in the total number of regular appeals before 
the court from 6jll8 to 6,673, appeals from original decrees increasing 
by 91, from appellate decrees by 572. The pending file increased from 
3 738 to 4,7 77, of which 4,078 were pending for more than three months as 
compared with 2,897 in the previous year. Appeals summarily rejected 
under Order XLI, rule 11, rose from 719 to 746. The total number of 
miscellaneous appeals before the court rose from 380 to 419, but the 
pending file was reduced from 196 to 154. 

Of the appeals, including the appeals from orders pending at the close 
of the year, four first appeals were filed in 1921, 163 first and four second 
appeals in' 1922, 378 first and 425 second appeals in 1923, 418 first 
and 1,085 second appeals in 1924 and 484 first and 1,790 second ap- 
peals in 1925. 


Applications for execution of decrees. 


8, The total number of applications for the execution of decrees 
before the courts rose from 157,672 to 168,0 <9,^ All classes of courts 
shared in. this increase, but it was greatest in the courts of munsifs, 
where the number rose by more than 6,000. In small cause courts it 
rose by more than 3,000. In only one judgeship was there any decrease 
in the number of such applications presented, namely, Saharaupur, 


In Gorakhpur, Moradabad and Allahabad on the other hand the 
numbers rose by 1,521, 1,413 and 1,082 respectively. ^ 

The number of disposals throughout the province increased by 7,/ 65, 
but the pending file rose by 2,196. Only in Budaun and Pilibhit were 
disposals less than those of the previous year. 

In Gorakhpur, Moradabad, Allahabad and Cawnpore disposals exceed- 
ed the figures of 1924 respectively by 1,097, 954, 950 and 815.^ In only 
six judgeships was the pending tile reduced, the largest reduction being 
in the courts of Agra, namely, by 223. At Gorakhpur the pending file 
rose by 659. 


The percentage of fructuous applications throughout the province fell 
by two points to 45. The highest percentage was again reached in 
Azamgarh, 57. In Agra the percentage was only 29. This low figure 
is attributed to the fact that a number of applications are filed merely 
to save limitation, while no serious effort is made by decree-holders to 
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obtain execution, a practice which execution courts should discourage as 
far as they can. 

The highest percentages of fructuous applications among subordinate 
judges who disposed of more than 250 applications on the regular side 
were Budaun 79, Bulandshahr 74, Moradabad first 71; the lowest those of 
Aligarh, assistant sessions and subordinate judge 54, and^ Cawnpore 
first and Agra 55. 

The total number of applications disposed of in the courts of munsifs 
rose from 90,069 to 92,921. Among those courts where more than 
1,000 of such applications were disposed of during the year on the 
regular side, the highest percentages of fructuous applications were 
reached by Meerut with 67, Bijnor \7ith 62 and Budaun West with 59; 
and the lowest percentages were those of Etah 33, Mababan 34 and 
Bulandshahr first) 35, 

ViLCiAGE Munsifs. 

9. There were 109 village munsifs' courts as compared with 180 in 
1924, of which 96 were working, the same number as in the previous 
year. There were two less courts working both in Budaun and Basti 
and none in Muttra, where there had formerly been one. Three more 
were working in Gorakhpur than in 1924, and one more in each of the 
judgeships, Bareilly and Shahjahanpur. In Budaun and Gorakhpur 
respectively 26 and 25 courts were working. 

The total number of , suits instituted fell from 8,546 to 7,767, and 
disposals, otherwise than by transfer to the courts of regular munsifs, 
from^ 8,453 to 7, 631, The pending file was 119 as against 188 in the 
previo^us year. The total value of suits instituted decreased from 
Ks. ^1,74,786 to Rs. 1,60,860. There were 39 applications for revision 
against the decisions of these courts, that is seven more than in 1924, Of 
these one was summarily rejected, 22 were confirmed, six were reversed, 
while six remained pending at the close of the year. 

No notification under the United Provinces Village Panchayats Act 
of 1920 has been published in 1926 abolishing any of the villaofe munsifs^ 
courts. ° 


Honobaby Munsifs. 

10. The number of courts working during the year increased from 
36 to 88, and the number of suits decided from 9,169 to 9,984 ; of these 
suits decided after contest was 1,433 as compared with 
1,316 in the previous year. In Farrukhabad eight courts of honorary 
munsifs disposed of 2,581 suits, of which 493 were contested. The best 
outturn of work in individual courts was that of the court of the three 
honorary munsifs, K. Damodar Dass, Pandit Brij Bhukan Lai and Shaikh 
t^urban Ahmad at Saharanpur who disposed of 1,143 suits of which 123 
were contested, thus improving still further on the very good fio'ures of 
the previous year.^ The bench of the honorary munsifs at Muza&rnagar 
disposed of 654 suits, including 81 contested, the first and second benches 
of honorary munsifs at Farrukhabad respectively disposed of 504 suits 
mcluding 125 contested and 501 including 131 contested, and the bench 
at Gorakhpur of 478 suits, including 97 contested. 

Jagmandar Das of Najibabad and Seth 
Mohamadpur Deomal have been brought to the special 
district judge of Moradabad, and that of 
Shaikh Mohi-ud-din Haider Sahib of Sheikhupiir by the 
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district judge of Budauu. To these gentlemen and the other honorary 
munsifs the Court wishes to express its grateful acknowledgement of the 
■work they have done and the relief they have given to the stipendiary' 
courts, 

Geneeal. 

11, For the reasons given in the last annual report the vacation of 
the civil ’courts was held in the months of May and June. The change 
in the dates therein contemplated to September and October will come 
into force in 1926. 

Kefereace was made in the last report to the difficulties experienced 
in certain districts in coping adequately with the work of some of the ^ 
additional and small cause courts with the ..clerical, staff provided. 
In the small cause courts of Meerut and Cawnpore in particular the 
staffs were un^rmanned and eventually extra ass istance had to be 
providedTbyTheTBighTJouldTrb^^ emergency fund at its disposal . . . 
Such demands are not a fair call on this fund, and it is to be hoped 
that Government will make provision permanently for these appoint- 
ments in future, as they have been shown clearly the necessity for this 
assistance. From Gorakhpur and Bulandshahr were received similar 
requests for an increase in the staffs of nominally additional ’’ courts, 
which were in fact doing the work of “ permanent courts. In both 
cases their req uests, thougfh recomm ende d by the ^Hjgh Court, were ^ 
refused pending the reorganization of courts at the headquarters of 
districts on the lines recommended by the Civil Justice Committee, 
But, as has been pointed out earlier in this report, effect can only be 
given to those recommendations gradually and after experiment in 
certain districts. In the meanwhile the work of these cour ts is se riously 
bamperedT or .waPt of an adequat e staff. 

Attention was drawn in the report of 1924 to the large revenue 
accruing annually to Government from the administration of Civil, 
Justice in this province and a number of objects were specified for? 
which it was submitted, the provision of funds was not only urgently j 
required but ought to be made, if the cost of civil litigation (to litigants); 
was to have any justification. Apart from the provision of adequate 
accommodaiioiLjbr_equrts__Md._r^idence^ the most 

urgent needs of the province were given under five main headso Of these, 
the first, an increase_inJie_nm 2 ibex_MJjudgeajcffitJie^H.igLC^m has 
now been granted, but provision for the remainder has still to be made. 
Inquiries on the recommendation of the Civil Justice Committee were 
lace in the year started in the matter of providing sten ographers _.fQ.r 
additional 3j^_subQrdijaajLe.4^g^^» hoped that tEls obvious 

and necessary means of expediting the work of subordinate courts will 
be supplied in the present year. From the funds ^ at its disposal the 
Court was able to some extent to improve the equipment of some of the 
subordinate courts. But a great deal still remains to be done. The 
process-serving depa ytinent still remains extremely poorly paid, although 
thejro& jo ^ov^rnment from thm^^artment is enormous, In the 
Meerut judgeship, for instance, the amount realized 5n process fees was 
more than Rs. 1,12,000 ; the expenses of the staff came to a 
little less than Rs. 2f;500 and the net gain to Government was thus 
over Rs, ,88^000, “Great difficulty/* says the District Judge of Saha- 
raiipur, “is experienced from the inability of most of the process- 
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servers to read and write, , . . It is very difficult to get literate 

» process-servers on their small pay.’^ Moreover, the necessary super- 
vision insisted on by the Civil Justice Committee cannot be provided 
without increased expenditure. 

In spite of the most emphatic representations by the High Court 
not only in the last annual report but also in correspondence with Gov- 
ernment, pointing out t he lack of adequate a coommodatLon for courts, 
offices and residences for judicial officers in many of the judgeships of 
the pro’vince not a single project put forward on ‘'the schedule of new 
demands for 1925-26 either of major or minor works was provided 
in 1925. Again, at the meeting of the Building Board held in Septem- 
ber, 1925, a number of projects, including those for which provision had 
not been made, were entered on the programme for 1926, 1927 and 1928, 
and again on the Courtis schedule of new demands for 1926 not one of the 
major projects has been included in the budget for the present year, 
while of the minor works, provision has only been made for two out 
of six, involving the expenditure of less than Rs. 25,000. Rupees 36,000, 
as in the previous year, was put at the disposal of the Court for minor 
and petty works, but the most careful distribution of this sum can do 
little or nothing to remedy the situation. 

Last year the Court strongly urged that Government should raise 
a loan of several lakhs to be devoted solely to the provision of 
court buildings. Plans have been prepared and now only awmit final 
technical approval in a few small details, for a new annexe to the 
courts at Cawnpore, a project costing more than one and a half lakhs. 
^ The courts at this co mm ercial centre are a d isgracetojb he province . 
Little blotter are tl ^e at M oradedpad. But 'so EopMesiapparent^^^ 
is the prospecl under present methods of providing for their rebuild- 
ing that the Court has been informed that it is not worth while 
having plans and estimates prepared for them. The project could 
not probably be undertaken at a cost of less than three or four lakhs of 
rupees. Other items on the schedule of new demands for 1926 total 
three lakhs. Thus leaving aside the needs of several judgeships, such as 
of a judge’s court at Naini Tal as the headquarters of the Kumaun 
judicial division, new courts at Jaunpur and additional accommodation at 
JBulandshahr, Sabaranpur and other places, the more immediate needs 
of the province in this matter cannot be provided at a cost of less than 
about eight or nine lakhs of rupees. The funds provided in the last two 
years give litr-le indication of these projects being financed even in the 
remote future, if they are to wait on budget provision. The Court can 
only once again insist with all the emphasis at its command on the 
necessity of drastic measures to supply these needs. 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Civil Justice Com- 
mittee a return will be included in the annual statement for 1926 
showing the result of insolvency proceedings. In several districts Official 
Receivers have been appointed, The number of insolvency applications 
has been steadily on the increase since the passing of the new Provincial 
Insolvency Act of 1920/’ Such is the experience of the district judge of 
[Allahabad. In Jhansi judgement-debtors were seeking shelter in 
^insolvency petitions in such numbers that the strictest caution had to be 
s/ observed in granting adjudication orders and a number of mala fide 
applicants had to be prosecuted, with the result that these petitions in 
that judgeship fell from 512 to 218 in the year under review, A pro- 
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posal for the appointment of a salaried OfiScial Receiver for the judgeship 
has been submitted to Government and is under consideration. Very 
few district judges have under present conditions either the time or the 
energy to take action with a view to punishing dishonest applicants fori 
adjudication, but the experience of other judges corroborates that of Mr. j 
Norton, who has devoted mu(;h attention to this matter, that the amount 
of fraud which is practised with impunity under cover of the Provincial 
Insolvency’ Act is deplorably large. 

The recommendations summarised in Part II of the resume at the end 
of the report of the Civil Justice Committee have been laid before the 
Rule Committee, and the additions and amendments to the rules in the 
first schedule of the Code of Civil Procedure as finally sanctioned by the 
Court will, it is hoped, come into effect during the present year. The 
Court 'how ever wmuld remind the presiding officers of subordinate courts 
that no amendments by rule-making bodies or by the legislature can of 
themselves effect that expedition in the administration of Civil Justice i 
that is so to be desired. This must in the nature of things depend ulti-| 
mately on the ability and determination of those officers themselves to! 
control the work of their courts and avoid all unnecessary adjournments ' 
and delays. Great assistance to this end can be given by the Bar, but^ 
it is a regretable fact that in many subordinate courts that assistance is 
lacking. The Court has drawn the attention of local Bar Associations 
to the necessity for the instraction and training of the younger practi- 
tioners by their older and more experienced colleagues, and hopes that 
this matter will receive the very close attention of the Bar Councils 
about to be established, 

Allahabad : J, E, PEDLEY, i.c.s., 

T/ie June 25, 1926. Registrar. 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

(Oorresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the number and description of civil 


Class of tribunals. 

1 

Courts in the interior> 

I . — Givil Courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

Small Cause Courts 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 
Chief courts of districts , . 

Total 

Superior Court 
Grand Total 


Suits for 
money or 
moveable 
property. 

Suits for 
immoveable 
property. 

Suits for 
speciho 
relief. 

Suits to 
establish a 
tight of pre- 
emption. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

991 




45,363 

12,791 

3,602 

2,190 

86,747 

, . 


, . 

2,985 

1,610 

800 

795 

9 

9 


•• 

136,094 

14,410 

4,402 

2,985 

•• 

1 

•• 

.. 

136,094 

14,410 

I 4,402 

2;98.j 
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ME NT No. 1- (Civil). 

India revised statement nos. 25 and 26. 

exercising original or appellate jurisdiction on the last day of the year 1925. 


Total number of cases decided — 


Munsifs. 

Original. 

Appeals. 

Total 

receipts of 
all the 
courts, 

Total 
charges 
of all the 
courts. 

Remarks. 

% 

Regular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

Rqsniar. 

Miscei- 

l 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 






^ Es. 

Es, 


4: 

9,541 

2,334 

436 

16 


(a) 

(a) The figures in columns 15 and 

9 

18,961 

5,364 

892 

64 



16 relate to the combined receipts 

7 

14,177 

4,574 

980 

72 



and charges ot Civil, Criminal and 

7 

18,349 

5,344 

1,149 

54 



Revenue courts including the shares 

3 

6,185 

2,609 

320 

54 



of charges of district administration. 

2 

3,862 

1,541 

184 

22 

1,20,95,337 

1,34,40,669 


5 

12,850 

3,702 

663 

80 




3 , 

6,574 

2,226 

393 

29 




d 

6,656 

2,491 

335 

30 




3 

8,503 

1,491 

161 

6 




7 ' 

11,525 

3,585 

625 

24 




4 

8,567 

2,679 

436 

36 




3 

7,8' 1 

2,240 

620 

31 




4 

8,097 

2,401 

460 

23 




7 

12,020 

4,786 

819 

43 




4 

8,893 

1,855 

625 

15 




1 

1,980 

723 

81 

14 




7 

8,258 

3,032 

637 

28 




5 

4,158 

2,036 

858 

46 





7 

365 

1,896 

265 




89 

172,014 

55,428 

12,576 

957 





Beveuu© appeals are not included in column 13 of this statement under the orders of the Government of 
India. 


MENT No. 7 (Civil). 

India revised statement no. 27 . 


suits instituted in the civil courts in the year 192o. 


Mortgage 

suits. 

Suits 

relating to' 
religious 
and other 
endow- 
ments. 

Matri- 

monial 

suits. 

Testa- 

mentary 

suits. 

Other suits 
not failing 
under any 
of the 
previous 
heads. 

Total. 

1 ' 

Remarks. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

5’,332 

2".04S 

*is 

**5 

3 

370 

*40 

9 ; 

i 

J 

3 

’*1 

4 

i 

1 

1 

667 

‘vo 

27 

991 
70,341 
06, '^■41 
8,429 

6G 

For figures regarding village 
Munsifs, see separate returns. 

i 

[ 

7,375 

31 

419 

8 

844 

166,568 


* * 


7 

' 

•• 

7 


7,375 j 

31 

426 

8 

844 

166,575 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 

Statement showing the number and value oj sitiis 


Number of suits instituted in 


Class of tribunals. 

Not 

exceeding 
Es. 10. 

Not 

exceeding'. 
Es. 50. 

Not 

exceeding 
Rs. 100. 

Not 

exceeding 
Rs. 500. 

1 

2 

3 

1 

5 

COUETS IN the INTEEIOR. 

I. — Civil Courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

Small Cause Courts . . ^ * ' e . -U 

District courts other than chief courts oi districts 
Chief courts of districts .. 

Total 

SUPEEIOE COUET 

Geand Total 

r 

' 5 

1,117 
1,366 
11 

112 

11,211 

26,287 

17 

2 

125 

12,282 

27,133 

10 

1 

419 

31,506 

31,655 

100 

10 

2,829 

37,659 

10,131 

. 

66,720 


•• 


-• 

2,829 

* 37,659 ! 

10,131 

66,720 


JUDICIAL STATE 

(Corresponding to G-overnmont 

Slatemerd showing the general result oj the trial of civil cases 

Part L— 


Class of tribunals. 

Total 
number 
of suits 
before 
the 
courts. 

i 

i 

Number of suits 

Treans- 
ferred to 
courts 
in other 
pro- 
vinces. 

Without 

trial. 

Without contest. 

Compro- 

mised. 

Decreed 
on con- 
fession. 

Decreed 
&x parte. 

Dis- 
missed 
ex parte. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Courts in the inteeicr. 

1. — Civil Courts, 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

Small Cause Courts . , . . , 

District courts other than chief ooui-ts 
of districts. 

Chief courts of . districts 

Total 

Superior Court 

i 

11,117 

87,701 

39,3^2 

12,125 

106 


1,837 

9,721 

12,328 

776 

5 

1,665 

11,080 

10,T“8 

1,520 

8 

757 

3,991 

6,302 

223 

7 

4,123 

21,358 

36,103 

2,027 

5 

119 

411 

210 

60 

2,01,001 

•• 

21,720 

21,731 

11,230 

66,916 

833 

12 


•• 

2 


1 



.. '2,01,013 i .. : 24,720 ■ 24,733 ! 11,230 | 66,917 I 

1 : ' I I 1 I 


Ghaud Total. 


833 
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MENT No. 8-(Civil). 


of India revised statement no. 28. 
instituted m the civil courts m 


the year 1925, 


dihereut courts. 

Number of 
suits, the 
value of 
which can- 
not be 
estimated 
in money. 

Total value 
of suits. 

— — 

Eemarks. 

Not 1 

exceeding ! 

Bs. 1,000. , 

Not I b^ot^ ! 
exceeding ' exceeding r 
Es. 5,000. :Bs. 3,0,00u.| 

Exceeding 
vs. i0,00u. 

1 

6 1 

7 

8 i 9 

10 


12 

’ ’ 110 

8 

1,451 

6,526 

12 

"943 

“642 

10 

12 

19 

99,813 ’ 
1,93,29,999 
92,27,537 
5,94,45,743 
4,54,495 

For figures regarding village 
Munsifs, see separate re- 
turns. 

^,605 

7,989 

952 

652 

31 

8,35,57,592 



rj 

•• 



1 ^ 

9,605 

7,989 

952 

652 

33 

3,8:', 57, 592 

■ ■ 


MENT No. 9— (.Civil). 

of India revised statement no. 29. 

ia the courts of ovigvual jur 


isdicticu in the year 


1925. 


Civil Suits. 


]<luinbei: 
of cases 
pending 
|raore thaE| 
three 



Average duration 
of suits. 

Con- 

r 

1 

Uncon- 

testedt 

15 

16 

3 107 

4 57 

2 

.4 1^^ 

i 

1 

1 

52 

54 

4:3 

125 

350 

to 1 124 

r| 51 ' 

5 1 

L 1 10^ 

45 1 12 ' 

rr bi 


Ee marks. 


17 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 

statement showing the general result of the trial of civil 

Part IL — 


Class of tribunals. 

Total 
aurnber 
of suits 
before 
the 

courts. 

Number of suits 

Trans- 
ferred to 
courts in 
other 
provin- 
ces.^ 

Without 

trial. 

^ W ithout contest. 

Compro- 

mised. 

Decreed 
on con- 
fession. 

Decreed 
0 CC parte. 

Dismis- 
sed ex 
parte. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

G 

7 

8 

Courts in the interior. 

I. — Civil Couits. 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

Small Cause Courts 

District courts other than Chief Courts 
of districts, 

Chief Courts of districts 

Total 

Superior Court 

Grand Totad 

910 

37,558 

7,609 

11,214 

6,038 

- 

95 

4,797 

1,260 

1,247 

834 

20 

1,537 

304 

300 

50 

25 

987 

160 

179 

76 

403 

13,562 

2,066 

4.141 

2,793 

19 

1,694 

363 

303 

348 

63,329 


8,233 

2,271 : 

1,427 

22,970 

2,727 

482 


55 

i 


CO 

32 

C3,S11 

•• 

8,288 

1 2,271 

1,427 

23,030 

2,759 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government 

Statement showiTig the business of the 

Part I.-— 


Class of tribunals. 

Total 
number 
of appeals 
before the 
court. 

Transfer- 
red to 
courts 
in other 
provinces. 

Appeals 
.summarily 
rejected. 
Order XLI, 
Rule 11. 

Dismissed 
for default 
Order XLI, 
Rules 

17 and IS 
or other- 
wise not 
prosecut- 
ed. 

Confirmed. 

Heard 

Modified, 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Courts in the interior. 







Chief appellate courts other than 

9,255 

, ^ 

4 

245 

120 

35 

chief courts of districts. 







Chief appellate courts of districts . . 

5,677 


47 

137 

46 

10 

Total 

14,932 


51 

332 

166 

45 


f Appeals from original 

1,854 


, . 

48 

38 

. . 


decrees. 







Chief Court 

Appeals from appellate 

4,592 


677 

19 

21 


of Province. 

decrees. 








Appeals under section 

227 


69 


6 

1 










Total 

6,673 


746 

67 

65 

1 


n RAND To- AD 

21,603 


1 797 

449 

231 

46 
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MENT No. 9— (CiviL\ 

jMlction in the year 1925. 

Miscellaneous cases — (Judicial). 


disposed of — 

Pending 
at the 
close of 
tlie 
year. 

! 

Number of 
cases 
pGudiug 
more than 
three 
months at 
the close 
of the 
• year. 

14 1 

Average d 
of su 

uration 

its. 

Uncon- 

tested. 

^-7- 

On reference to 
arbitration. 

With contest. 

Con- 

tested. 

Uor 

plaintifi. 

For 

defend- 

ant. 

Judge- 
ment for 
plaintifi 
in whole 
^ or in part. 

Judge- 
ment for 
defend- 
ant. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


15 ' 

16 

! 

**G9 

9 

27 

1 

34 

7 

5 

21 

172 

6,662 

1,539 

2,044 

514 

43 

3,953 

827 

1,075 

428 

122 

4,263 

1,074 

1,860 

947 

9 

539 

134 

483 

322 

45 

49 

42 

75 

90 

30 

35 

35 

48 

60 

105 

68 1 10,931 

6,331 

8,266 

1,48'/ 

55 

40 

.. 

.. 81 

137 

117 

' 28 

173 

58 

105 

68 ' 11,012 

I 6,468 

8,383 

1,515 

57 

40 


Remarks. 


17 


No 10— (Civil). 

of India revised statement no. 31 

civil appellate courts in the year 1925 . 
Appeals from Decrees. 


cx ]part6» 

Contested. 

Pending. i 

Of these 
pending 
nore than 
three ( 
months. 

( 

Average 
duration i 
appeals. 

)bjections 

under 

section 

561, Order 
SLT, Rule 
22 of the 
Code of 
Civil Pro- 
cedure. 

Reversed. 

Remand- ( 
ed. 

Confirmed. 

Modi- ] 
lied. 

Revers- 

ed. 

Remand- 

ed. 

8 

1 . 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

46 

10 

4,423 

1 894 

1,333 

216 

1,924 

822 

126 

299 

9 

5 

j 2,095 

407 

503 

90 

2,328 

821 

159 

184 

55 

15 

6,523 

1 1,301 

1,836 

306 

4,252 

1,643 

136 

483 


— — 

235 

40 

60 

1 

1,432 

1,430 

702 

34 

0 


370 

48 

152 

28 

3,271 

2,583 

309 

3 



49 

5 

23 


74 

65 

179 


6 

— —— 

654 

93 

235 

29 

4,777 

4,078 

386 

37 

61 

15 

7,177 

1,394 

2,071 

335 

, 

9,029 

5,721 

174 

520 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 

Statement showirig the business of the 
Part II. — Miscellaneous 


Class of tribunals. 

Total 
number 
of appeals 
before tbe 

courts. 

Trans- 
ferred to 
courts in ; 
other pro- 
vinces. 

Appeals ■ 
summarily 
rejected. 

Dismissed 
[or default 
or other- 
Gvise not , 
prosecuTjcd 

Heard 

1 

Confirmed, 

. 

Modified. 

. 

1 


3 

€ 

4 

5 

6 

7 

2 1 
12 

16 ! 

1 30 

11 

13 

2 

Courts in the intebior. 

Chief appellate courts othei: than 
chief courts of districts. _ 

Chief appellate courts of distaots . . 

Total 

COUBT AT the seat OF GOVEENMENT^ 
Chief Court (First appeals 

of Pr 0 vince . Second appeals* 

Total 

Geand Total 

347 

556 

.. 

' 903 

, . 

14 1 46 

' 24 

o 



419 

•* 

55 

1 

10 

r •• 

419 

. . 

55 

1 

10 

1 •• 

1.322 

•• 

69 

47 

34 

2 
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MENT No. 10 -(Civil). 

of India revised statement no. S2. 


civil appellate courts in the year 1925, 

APPEALS (Judicial). 


ex 'parte. 

' 

Contested. ! 

Pending. 

i 

Of these 
pendin'^ 

j three 

1 months. 

Average 
duration 
of appeal. 

Objection 
under 
Order 
XLI, 
Rule 22 
of the 
Code of 
Civil 

Procedure. 

Reversed. 

j 

Remand- 

ed, 

1 

* 1 

Confirmed. 

Modi- 

fied. 

Revers- 

ed. 

Remand- 

ed. 

8 i 

9 

10 

11 

12. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

2 


123 

7 

77 

39 

68 


91 


9 


1 245 

13 

62 

27 

143 

154 

104 

1 

11 

* 2 

368 

20 

139 

66 

211 1 

63 

96 

1 

7 


[ 115 

6 

61 

10 

154 

86 

279 


•• 

•• 

• • 

• • 

• • 

• • 

• • 

• * 

• • 

• * 

7 

.. 

115 

6 

61 

ii 

154 

86 

279 

•• 

18 

2 

483 

26 

200 

76 

365 

1 

149 

147 

1 




PROVINCIAL STATEMENTS. 



{ ’26 ) 

^ PROVINCIAL STATEMENT 

Sfaiemeni shoiving the result of pro<^eedirgson appUcatioyis for ths 


Class ot tribunals. 

Total number of applications for the elo- 
cution of decrees before the courts. 

Applications disposed of— 

ri 

P ' 

1 

o " 

55 

GJ 

4J 

c3 

TX) 

•S 

2 

S 

Ps 

25 

o o 

O 

S 2 

c: Q-'’ 

a QJ 

■-S 

o C2 

c/2 

P-i += 

C2 d 

1+-I o 

2 ^ 
a o 

^ S 

3 ^ ' 

! 

Amount realized — 

By transfer. 

Satisfaction obtained in full. 

Satisfaction obtained in part. 

' 

m 

O 

E3 

O 

.*2 

'o 

.a 

C/l 

g 

O 

A 

o 

"o 

o 

0 

m 

O 1 

^ \ 

4-= I 

^ 1 

m 

zn 1 

CJ 

0 

0 

H4 ! 

0 

0 > 

53 1 

tw ; 

0 ' 

^ ! 

4-= 

4^ ; 

0 

f 

1 1 

2 

3 

^ i 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 ; 

10 

Goubts in the intebios. 




; 




Rs. 

Rs. 

Unpaid tribunals .. 

593 

33 

65 

U 

343 

103 

53 

3,170 


Paid sub-divisioaal tribunals.. 

99,7 03 

f,253 

20,899 

16,357 

40,019 

17,175 

5,005 

42,43,080 

2,93,333 

Small Cause Courts .. 

51,935 

2,837 

7,864 

7,449 

26,699 

7,686 

1,211 

9,55,594 

1,28,331 

District courts other than chief 

(a) 

1,402 

8,531 

2,238 

3,844 

3.890 

1 1,272 

71,40,032 

3,33,196 

courts cf districts. 

14,416 









Chief courts of districts 

1, 857 

318 

72 ^ 

11 

221 

235 

I 86 

23,^95 

10,056 i 

Total 

1-88,079 : 

9,3-i3 

- 

32,4311 

26,159 

71,1-26 

23,589 

7,627 

1,23, 75421 

7,65,416 : 


(a) The difierence of 19 betwooii cclumn 2 and total of colmnns 8 to 7 due to 19 oases being 


PROVINCIAL STATE 

Proceedings in Insolvency under Aet no. V of 1920, in the district during the 

the number of insolvents 

(Ghaptec 


Applications for declaration o£ 


1 

Class of Court, j 

! 

Number of applications dealt with. | 

w 

•»4> 

za 

3 ' 

0 

bo 

-S 

0 

04 : 

Filed during the year. 

Received by transfer. 

ci ' 

4-3 

0 

H ; 

By debtors. | 

1 

w j 

0 

•^3 

53 i 

OD i 

0 

' 

! 

Under arrest 
or impri- 
sonment. 

0 0 s 

'S ° : 
^ - 

s 

r* (-! (IP 

^a.§a 

:24 

1 

2 

3 

4 ^ 

1 

5 ! 

6 ^ 

! ^ : 

Couits other than chief 

277 

158 i 

471 

i 1 

49 

211 

! 1,166 ' 

courts of districts. 1 







Chief cOTxrts of districts , . 

238 

: "''I 

730 ' 

31 ’ 

1 

1 46 

i 1,160 

Total 

515 

! 273 

1 

1,201 

80 

257 

2,326 




43 

200 


248 


Applications 


14 W 

o o 

54 

^ o 

'S ^ 

O 


264 

259 


523 


10 


97 

87 


184 



(■ 27 ) 

Ko. 1 (CiviL\ 

ecceeidion of ihe decrees oj the civil coiirts hi yeur 


192 '. 




— 








r5 

-9 




Nnmtier of applications. 




I 0 

1 

.s 

r.i 

b 

05 


On wbicb the 






0 

0 

0 

0 - 

c3 

2 

judgeineut debtor’s 






xn 

g 

CQ 

0 - 

CQ 


4^ 

:d 

movable property 

On which immovable 

On which posses- 


r3 

0 

•TS c: 

0 (-. 

o 

Q 

(not being) salary of 

property- 

- 

sion wa 

given— 

1 

0 

"0 5 



public 

oibcer or 









-M 

■:r.2 * 

Ra^hvay officer. 







<0 

CO 


o 

o 

O 

5-4 






o 

w IT. 

\ 

0 

sn 

% 

g 

0 ^ 

tJD 

in 4= 
ct ;r; 

^ o 

' 

= 1^ 
rS 'O . , 


n r8 

CO 

'p 

gl 

§04 

in ^ 

0 

an 

0 

‘-3 

•43 

13 6 

in 

0 — •' 

O rri 

^ O 

J 

c 

o 

n3 

'o 

^ r§ 

^ ^ 

"o ^ o* 
ce a o 


w 1 

_o 'g cc ^ 

- o 

a 

0 ^ o 

1 1 o O 

in 1-4' 

Jiy, 

17 

o o 

i « 

fi Q cS 

0 

flj 

S 

^ 2 
<0 

(0 -1=^ 

'.S a 

? ^ j 

1 

i 

M 

CC 

cS 

e: S 

cn 

Cffl 

d 

£ 

c3 O c; sx 

^ 3''^ a 
i 2 SfS 

S'S 

0 CO 




o 

J 5 






o 

0 

1 0 j 

0 

0 

11 

i ^ 

13 

14 

15 

IS 

17 

IS 

19 

1 20 j 

21 

22 

2 

5r3 

1,'ri 

i 

S2 

, 2,421 

5r> 

7,437 

1 17 

8.76S 

^132 

s 

i 

\ . . 

; 2,689 

i 

'197 

i 

G ! 
4,016 

1 1 

. _ 1 

i 213 

*’s 

'*4S6- 

89 

457 

1,744 

1,84-) 

f 5,792 

I 


, . 

< r . 

. . 

1 *20 

19 


1 1^8 

241 

371 

1,105 

*57 

: 351 

' 5G 

S32 

2 

168 

1 ' 

! 2 


8 

2 


1 3 

1 

• • 

1 1 

' •• 

•• 

•- 

1,10-? 

3,538 

. 4,883 

13,389 1 

4,892 

139 

1 3,0-3 

25 3 

j 4,855 j 

233 

29 

738. 


transferred to tLe GoUector’s court after proceedings were taken in part satisfaction. 


I\1ENT 2(a). ^ .o ^ 

yeir 1925, shelving the nwniher and result of applications under section io ana 

hefo'C the court, , 


insclvency. 

Persons declared to he irnol vents. 

Number of debtors sentenced to 
imprisonment, section 69. 

c3 

a 

0 

Ph 

dh posed cf — 


! 

0 

Kumber of insolvents before 
the court. 

|Dibposed of — 

Remaining at close of year. 

Older of adjudi- 
cation granted. 

Compositions approved 
by Qourts, section Sb. 


77 

0 

in 

0 

0 . 

« 0 

'3 .2 

5 4 
« 

Declared to be insol- 
vents during the year 
under section 27. 

Received by transfer. 

Total 

P 

0 

cc 

a 

ci 

Died. 

Dischaiged under sec- 
tion 35. 

- 1 - 

A receiver being 
appointed. 

1 ? 

’.0 

0 ^ 

■3 M 

0 

^ 3 

ns © 

-<1 

Total. 

0 

0 

m 

_o 

tuo 

a 

73 

S 

P4 



11 

- 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

1 CO 

CO 

CO 

125 

8 

830 

[ 

■ 2S5 

2,078 1 

• 

4S0 

5 

2,563 

19 , 


52 

2,488 

2 

’S- 

2GS 

ISl 

! 

8 

S93 

1G2 

3,606 

518 

IS 

4,202 

25 

24 

384 

3,73C 

3 


GOl 

j 306 

16 

, 1,578 

448 

5,744 

998 

23 

C,765 

44 

28 

43G 

’*6,224 

5 



*■ Consigned to record-roon^SO cases. 
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PROVINCIAL STATE 

Proceedings in Insolvency under Act no. V of 1920 , in the court of Insolvency 

of receivers and the progrefS 

(Chapter 


Ciases of Court. 

' hfumher of insoUeut's estates in the hands 
of receivers. 

Amount of creditor’s 

Remain- 
ing at 
close ol 
last year. 

Placed in 
charge of 
a receiver 
during th«^ 
year. 

Number of 
estates in 
regard to 
which prO' 
cee dings 
were finally 
closed dur- 
ing the year. 

i 

- Remain- 
ing at 
close of 

1 year. 

Unsatisfied 
.and pending 
at close of 
previous 
! year. 

1 

• 

Admitted. 

1 


S 



6 

7 

1 





Rs. 

Rs. 

Courts other than the chief 

250 

37G 

1 

112 

600 

23,48,904 

8,19, 3U 

courts of districts. 







Chief courts of districts . . 

1,1S8 

322 

238 1 

1,272 i 

47,82,743 

5,61,103 

■yotal 

1,43S 

C93 . 

350 

1,772 

71,31,647 

13,SD,422 


VILLAGE MUNSIFS' 

General result of the trial of sreits instituted in the 





Number of suits before 
the courts. 



Number of suits 




u 

ce 

o 

1 

zn 

.s 

'3> 


Without trial. 


o 

o 

Judgeships. 

I>i strict. 

Number of courts. 

rt 

g 

o 

eo 

a 

o 

Instituted. 



Revived under sec 
30 and 31. 

L 

TA 

o 

Pm 

'rd 

S-l 

'li 

■q • 
rS 

Transferred ny 

district munsif 
to his own court; 
section 18. 

L'iajut rejected, 
section 22 *.. 

p 

e3 

u 

P o 
•gi aj 

23 ^ 

s 

Suit dismissed, 
section 69. 

Decreed ex parte ; 
tion 27. 

1 

2 

3 

4. 

5 

0 

7 

8 

9 

10 

n 

12 

Meerut 

Meerut 

2 

7 

104 

4 

115 

12 

. . 

17 

. . 

7 

Moradabad., 

j Bi jnor 

6 

10 

846 

10 

866 

32 

11 

114 


177 

Bareilly 

Bareilly 

1 11 

17 

806 

1 

CO 

to 

14 

8 

102 

16 

140 

Shabiahanpur 

Sbahjahanpur. . 

17 

64 

1,942 

27 

2,033- 

73 

12 

291 

•• 

243 

Badaun 

Budaun 

- 27 

28 

2,161 

4 

2,193 

79 

26 

221 

53 

354 

Agra 

■ Agra 

2 

6 

162 

. . 

168 

1 

. . 

30 

• • 

49 

Mainpari . 

Mainpuri 

7 

( 14: 

578 

8 

; 600 

13 

5 

101 

2 

82 

Gorakhpur 3 

Gorakhpur 

30 

; 

1,033 

2 

: 1,111 

29 

7 

50 

43 

156 

( 

Easti . . 

4 

21 

80 

•• 

101 

8 

1 

6 

• . 

41 


Total 

109 

! 

1S3 

7,767 

i 

56 

8,011 

251 

1 

. 70 

1 

932 

116 

1,249 
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MENT No. 2(b). ^ ^ ^ 

in the districts during the year 1^25, showing the nurnher of estates in the hands 
made in winding %ip. 

SVI, Rule 6). 


claim dealt with during the year. 


Amount of insolvent’s assets realized and outstanding. 


Disallowed. 

• 

Satisfied. 

Unsatisfied 
and pending 
close of 
year. 

Amount of 
realized 
as'rcts in the 
hands of 
receivers at 
close of the 
year. 

f 

Gross 
amount 
realized 
during the 
year. 

Total 

a^mount of 
disburse- 
ments. 

Amount 
remaining in 
the hands of 
receivers at 
close of 
year. 

Remarks. 

3 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

__ — — — j 

Ks. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


412,010 

2,24,891 

28,11.703 

' 

2,51,191 

1,3 ',309 

2,68,686 

1 1,67,510 


46,290 

3,64,444 

1 

43,08,451 

2,6^731 

4,30,^34 

3,63,502 

2,65,198 


4,58,800 

5,39,335 

■ 76,20,154 

5,16,972 

6,65,843 

6,87,538 

4,32,708 



ANNUAL RETURN No. 1. 

cotirt of the Tillage Mxinsifs, during the year 1925. 


disposed of — 

With 

con test. 

1 Total of columns 9 to 18, 
i.c., disposed of, omitting 
transfers. 

Number of suits — 

Remarks, 

Without contest. 

.2 - 

^.2 
^ o 

S % 

(D K- 
^ ri 

Ha 

a 

o 

*o . 

u 

fB 

■*s 

S 

s 

O 4^ 

•§ ^ 
fa 

18 

! Pending at close of the 
year. 

Pending more than 
two months at close 
of tbo year. 

• CO 

5:5 

r-( 

_o 

1=' 
fTS o 

O iQ 
tn 

cri * * 

*;r 

S "S 

P ^ 

Decreed on con- 
fession : sections 
29 and 33. 

Com pro m i s e d : 
section 33. 

Settled by oath : 
section 35. 

1 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

11 

7 

42 

1 

6 

10 

101 

2 



131 

55 

209 

43 

SO 

18 

831 

3 



129 

134 

200 

28 

36 

12 

805 

5 



489 

352 

399 

86 

29 

24 

1,925 

35 



481 

265 

482 

86 

96 

1 

11 

2,075 

39 



22 

14 

21 

0 

IS 

8 

1G4 

3 



129 

85 

105 

34 

24 

17 

584 

3 



' 188 

162 

363 

10 

58 ■ 

16 

1,053 

29 



29 

4 

i ^ 

2 

4 

•• 

93 

•• 



1,659 

1,078 

i 

1 1,818 

292 

301 

116 

7,631 

119 

** 




VILLAGE MUNSIF3’ ANNUAL RETURN No. II. 


( SO } 



Goruklipui' 



VILLAGE MUNSIFS' ANNUAL KETURN No. III. 

Statement shoeing the number and value of suits instituted tn the courts of the Village Mnnsifs during the year 1925 


( 31 ) 




( 32 ) 

k.-TaUe showing the work done hy District Judges in 1925 in the 
VjYischcdiilocl districts* 


■ — 

o 

*0 


Appeals. 













CO 


Begular. 


p 



p 

O 'TP 






Judgeships. 

'ji 

o . 

P o 

CD P — 
P l-a , 

ce ^ a 

c3 


2 
o P 

pi 


p 

ce 


2 - 

*.§ c 

6 < 

O 

CD O 

1:1 cDHS 

O CD 

2 § T 
^ o: 

+3 <7:3 

cn [ 

P 

^ 05 

P ^ 

OM 

Total. 

4 

05 

o 

CO 

Saharanpur 

2 

• • 

306 

31 

18 

24 

73 

16 

Saharanpur Additicnal . . 


•• 

•• 

36 

33 

59 

1-28 

* * 


1 

7 

385 , 

44 

445 ' 

63 

252 

23 

Meerut 







Meerut Additional 

. • 


122 j 

75 

248 

97 

420 

2 




275 j 

49 

1 

113 

163 

14 

Aligarh 

A 






Aligarh Additional 

2 

3 

69 

66 

7 

167 

2i0 

7 

IBulandshahr 

- . 

2 

162 

59 

21 

121 

201 

11 

Moradabad 

9 

7 

313 

126 

94 

244 

464 

38 

Moradabad Additional * . 

1 

1 

70 

31 

72 

40 

143 

1 

Bareilly 

2 

4 

170 

52 

75 ■ 

59 

186 

48 

Bareilly Additional 


“ * 

19 

15 

16 

30 

61 

3 

Sbabjabanput 

15 

1 

56 

8 

12 

15 

35 

15 

Sbahjabanput Additional. . 

2 

•• 

7 

29 

7 

16 

52 

5 

Budaun *. *• 

2 

1 

! 

44 

128 

79 

251 

36 

Agra 

1 ' 

66 

224 1 

65 

72 

97 

234 

I 31 

Agra Additional (Tempo- 

. « 

.. 

4 

5 

10 

21 

36 

•• 

rary Court). 


0 

183 

33 

39 

29 

101 

6 

Barrukbabad ** 

•• 

A 



Mainpuri 

•1 

3 

189 

46 

15 

104 

165 

3( 

1 






Cawpore 

8 

26 

587 

52 ' 

6 

' 83 

141 

1^ 

Cav;npore Additional 

• • 


1 

15 

•• 

1 

16 


Allahabad . . • • 

5 

1 

297 

117 

53 

106 

276 

2 

Allahabad Additional 
Gorakhpur 


125 

sk 

'19 

*17 


*45 


Gorakhpur Additional 1st 

• • 

4 

83 

25 

23 

16 

64 


Gorakhpur Additional 2nd 

-• 

- 

14 

70 

99 

30 

1 199 


Gorakhpur Additional III 




*• 

7 

•• 

7 

• ' 

(Temporary Court). 
Azam garb 



1 175 

i 65 

15 

} 2e 

) 109 

1 1 

Benares » ♦ • - 


r c 

J 27i 

) 52 

; 13^ 

1 31 

5 223 

• 

Ghazipur 


2 35 

i 16( 

5 176 

; 40: 

1 91 

3 67 ^ 

1 

Jhansi . • 


L ? 

5 42( 

3 2£ 

S 13i 

i 4 

1 20: 

L 

Piiibhit 

«* 


51 

3 'i 

r i 

5 1 

ilA 

4 

Total 

6 

4 30' 

4 5,09 

1 1,44( 

o 

9 1 1,833 |5,18 

2 4 


c3 

1 

6 


41 

56 

43 

42 
67 
49 
76 
97 
36 

9 

60 

22 

71 

67 

2 

53 
90 
34t 
27 
56 
1 

31 
2 

21 


42 

41 

49 

46 

90 


304 

10 

513 

176 

246 

161 

136 

440 

239 

307 

33 

311 

103 

3S6 

230 

7 

139 

366 

239 

59 

235 


5 

150 


413 


1,321 


29 

42 

5 

154 

321 

211 

214 

278 


51 

93 

33 

29 

22 

43 

52 

27 

.59 

2 

24 

14 

16 

34 

23 

71 

56 

17 

64 

2 

8j 

12 

13 

46 

27 

145 

22 

15 


6,149 1,102 



( 33 ) 

B. Table showing the woric done by Subordinate Judges in 1925 in the 

unschedided districts. 





Suits. 


O o 

M-l 

ZJl 

CD 

Ul 

Appeals. 

1 

CO 

o _o 








CD 




c? 




3 





02 


CO 

p 

o 

02 

Ts 

R* 

p4 > 

2 

Judgeships. 

Powers. 

• 

c3 

^ . 

O 

4^ 

■ (U 

o ^ 

o 

TS 

O 

44, 

OT 

CD 

43 

o 

I — r 

43 

o 

-2 -2 m 

43 43 Q 

CS P CD 

CD O 14 

..4 CO CD 

C3 O 

54 

ri 

'p 

CD 

o 

p 

*0 

CD 

CO 

43 

02 

P 

.2 

CO 

02 

CD 

1 

2 ® 

p p 
g o 





O 

EH 

<1 

S 



m 

6 

D 

Saharanpur I . . ( 

Saharanpur II . . ( 

Saharanpur Additional 
Meerut with powers of 

Reg. . , 

S. C. C. 

76 

277 

81 

357 

110 

116 

287 

750 

276 

1207 

207 

98 

69 

•• 

19 

•* 

** 

Reg. .. 

S. 0. C. 

57 

251 

64 

332 

95 

114 

207 

697 

187 

205 

135 

35 

^5 


29 


. « 

Reg. . . 
Reg, . . 

*82 

1 

87 

2 

185 

3 

354 

*683 

6 

612 

224 

. . 

io 

.. 

•• 

an Assistant Sessions 













Judge. 

Assistant Sessions and 

Reg. . . 

94 

66 

123 

2SS 

95 

97 

76 


19 

• • 

•• 

Subordinate Judge, 













Meerut. 

Muzaffarnagar with 

Reg. . . 

128 

120 

195 

438 

312 

311 

272 

39 

7 

•• 

•• 

powers of an Assistant 












Sessions Judge. 
Additional Subordi- 

Reg, .. 

39 

24 

132 

195 

• . 

8 

3 

.. 

♦ . 

*. 

•• 

nate Judge, Meerut, 
Aligarh, Assistant 

Reg. . . 

es 

25 

91 

174 

£05 

473 

33 

8 

11 

• • 

•• 

Sessions and Subor- 












dinate Judge. 

Aligarh Additional 1st C 

Reg. . . 

S. C. 0. 

61 

1,243 

42 

1,122 

41 

250 

144 

2615 

176 

2092 

206 

364 

•• 

•• 

11 

•• 

•• 

N. 

Aligarh Additional 2nd 
Aligarh Additional 3rd 
Aligarh Additional 4th 
Bulan dshahr with r 

Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 

Reg. . . 
Reg. .. 

83 

5 

9 

£8 

36 

7 

7 

85 

105 

12 

46 

125 

174 

24 

62 

268 

93 

8 

2 

384 

91 

14 

5 

424 

121 

580 

118 

99 

6 

40 

5 

12 

•• 

•• 

powers of an Assis- < 

S. 0. C. 

18 

22 

lo 

53 

8 

2 

• • 

* * 

’ * 

* * 


-tant Sessions Judge. ( 








287 

12 




Bulandshahr Additional 

Reg, . . 

. . 

• . 

2 

2 

*263 

5 

17 

■* • 


Moradabad 1st with 

Reg. .. 

46 

66 

92 

204 

234 

146 

5 

• ‘ 


powers of an Assistant 












Sessions Judge, 
Moradabad 2nd 
Moradabad 3rd 
Additional Subordinate 
.Judge, Moradabad. 
Bareilly with powers ^ 
of an Assistant Ses- } 

Reg. .. 
Reg. . . 

£3 

35 

81 

61 

lOS 

87 

242 

183 

190 

116 

329 

189 

201 
415 
i 64 

2 

8 

1 • • 

18 

12 

•• 

• * 

Reg. .. 

Reg. .. 
S. C. C. 

42 

40 

43 

27 

118 

25 

203 

92 

282 

424 

351 
60 ! 

47 


S 

•• 

. . 

sions Judge. ( 

Sessions and Subordi- ( 
nate Judge, Bareilly. ( 
Shahjahanpur wuth r 

powers of an Assis - ■< 

Reg. . . 

1 

3 

4 

8 

1 

1 

41 

1 

16 

£6 

1 

S. 0.0. 
Reg. .. 
S. C. 0. 

3 

60 

200 

3 

67 

418 

98 

106 

8 

225 

724 

*240 

586 

292 

118 

88 

*2 

20 

. . 

.. 

tant Sessions Judge. ( 







Q 

40 





Shahjahanpur Addi- 

Reg. . . 

• • 


• * 

•• 

• ' 


* * 

* * 



tional. 

Budaun with powers of 

Reg. .. 

47 

43 

107 

197 

301 

317 

73 

•• 

6 

•• 

•• 

an Assistant Sessions 













Judge. 

Budaun Additional . . 

Reg. . . 

17 

10 

59 

86 

*373 

107 

3 

199 

417 

76 

11 

211 

191 

• • 

•• 

-• 

•• 

Agra 

Agra Additional 

Agra Additional 2nd. . 
Muttra Sessions and 

Reg. .. 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 

65 

55 

10 

21 

66 

63 

8 

14 

103 

101 

30 

41 

239 

219 

48 

76 

75 

61 

7 

170 

49 

46 

2A 

1 14 

Snbordinote Judge, 



20 


51 


o 

93 





Muttra Additional . . 

Reg. . . 

6 

23 

• • 

A 

12 

43 



Farrukhabad with ^ 

Reg. .. 

33 

31 

71 

135 

179 

246 

150 



powers of an Assist- j 
ant Sessions Judge. ( 

S. 0. C. 

71 

73 

28 

172 

74 

21 


:*■ 





5 



B.— Table shoiving the work done by Subordinate Judges in 1925 in the 

unscheduled districts. 



1 


Suits. 


O *0 

H-l 

zn 

CD 

m 

Appeals. 



3 ^ 

■i 0 








o 





2-1 02 




a 




Zfl 

0 . 


DQ 

0 

3 

0 

p^ 

Judgeships. 

Powers. 

a 

c3 

•TJ .a 

CD 

■4^ 


.2 ' 

* -fi~? ^ 

O 

<33 ''0 

ce O 


0 

CD 

0 

cn 

0 

ce 

a 

U 

-1 M 



'U3 . 

a 

*r-i ^ 

'3 g 

s 

a 

o 

*15 

O o ^ 

■gt? 

i 1 

0 

iCt 

.2 

ca 

02 

J . 

u 

E3.2 




p 

O 


< 


P3 


DQ 

0 

D 

Farruhi-alDad Additional 

Reg. . . 

22 

22 

59 

103 


38 

171 

9 

21 

. , 

, , 

Mainpari with powers ^ 

Beg. . . 

o9 

81 

79 

219 

221 

300 

100 

• • 

•• 

• • 

of an Assistant Ses- ^ 
sions Judge. t 

S. G, C. 

389 

503 

13 

162 ^ 

27 

1054 1 

64 

758 

20 

136 

99 

75 





Mainpuri Additional . . 
Sessions and Subcrdi- 

Beg. . . 
Reg. . . 

19 

38 


41 

29 


nate Judge at 

Etawah (Temporary 













Court). 

Cawnpore 1st 

Reg. . . 

65 

7C 

110 

245 

298 

283 

83 

3 

14 

• . 

. • 

Cawnpore 2nd 

Reg. . . 

60 

41 

97 

198 

236 

178 

74 

1 

29 

• • 

• • 

Additional Sessions 

Eeg. . . 

15 

13 

15 

43 

16 

27 

102 


57 

124 

9 

and Subordinate 

Judge, Cawnpore at 













Eatehpur. 

2nd Additional Sub- 

Reg. 

53 

81 

111 

245 

93 

105 

93 

1 


. . 

.. 

ordinate Judge, 













Cawnpore. 

Banda Sessions and 

Reg, .. 

9 

5 

20 

34 

118 

111 

48 

1 

, , 

, . 

, , 

Subordinate Judge. 









72 

129 

15 

Banda Additional 

Reg. . . 

, . 

. . 

. . 

*42 

. . 

, , 

• • 

• » 

Additional Subordinate 

Reg, . . 

9 

4 

29 

3 

4 

119 

3 

* • 

•• 

• • 

Judge, Banda. 




257 

330 


30 





Allahabad 

Reg. .. 

83 

56 

118 

218 

• • 

. • • 

. . 

• • 

Allahabad Additional 

Reg. .. 

24 

14 

49 

87 

9 

18 

81 

• . 

• • 

• • 

* • 

Allahabad Additional 

R eg. . . 

• ♦ 

• • 

3 

1 

. . 

, , 

184 

3 

• • 

• • 

• • 

2nd. 









26 

101 

40 

Mirzapur, Sessions and 

Reg. . . 

34 


61 

136 

132 

12S 

82 

4 

Subordinate Judge. 
Jaunpur, Sessions and C 

Reg. .. 

54 

11 

80 1 

145 

256 

197 

187 

17 

15 

86 

1 

Subordinate Judge. (. 

S. 0. 0. 

513 

403 

204 

1120 

286 

67 

213 

, . 

. • 

• • 

• • 

Additional Subordi- 

Reg. . . 

, , 

• « 

» . 

, . 

• , 

10 

. . 

• • 

• • 

• • 

nate Judge. -J-ur*"::''. 
Additio:'. • rdl- 

Reg. .. 

11 

10 

41 

62 

3 

6 

50 


, , 


t • 

nate Judge, Benares. 




169 

338 



369 

15 




Gorakhpur . . i 

Reg. . . 
S.0.0, .. 

77 

144 

33 

139 ' 

59 

55 

446 

505 

196 

31 

* * 

* • 

• • 

• « 

Gorakhpur Additional f 

Reg. . . 

95 

35 

93 

223 

226 

117 

“5 

. . 

7 

.. 

. * 

1st. ( 

S.0.0. .. 

470 

534 

177 

1,181 

223 

886 

196 

. . 

• . 

14 

, « 

• • 

Gorakhpur Additional 

Reg. . . 

91 

64 

68 

300 

167 


. . 


-• 

2nd. 












Basti , . , . 

( 

Reg. 
S.C.O. .. 

83 

332 

39 

328 

89 

121 

216 

781 

281 

229 

371 

46 

185 

20 


• • 


Reg. . . 

74 

19 

104 

197 

315 

475 

‘44 

*8 

1 

• . 

• • 

Azamgarh . . ■< 

s.c.c. .. 

£52 

535 

289 

1,376 

375 

213 

. . 

• . 

• * 

* • 

• • 

1 

Munsif 

2 


3 

5 

. , 

, , 

. . 

• . 

• * 



Azamgarh Additional ^ 

Reg, . . 

Munsif 

85 

*14 

85 

3 

134 

3 

72 

58 

498 

•• 


• • 

• • 

Ghazipur 

Beg. , . 
S.C.O, .. 

*66 

49 

*18 

43 

90 

17 

174 

109 

*270 

57 

2^ 

6 

ii2 

• • 

7 

• • 

» m 

0 0 

Ghazipur Additional at 

Reg. . . 

48 

36 

93 

177 

110 

130 

108 


* . 

t • 

• % 

Ballia. 











Jhansi with powers of r 

^ Reg. . . 

37 

20 

60 

117 

159 

102 

1 

. . 

17 

. , 

m • 

an Assistant Sessions ' 
Judge, i 

1 B.C.C. ,, 

1,510 

981 

865 

8,356 

1,318 

178 

•* 

• ♦ 

•• 


0 • 

Bilibbit with powers of ^ 

" Reg. . . 

31 

30 

56 

117 

152 

152 

69 

10 

17 

. . 


an Assistant Sessions . 
Judge. ( 

j S.C.O.,. 

299 

391 

183 

873 

691 

176 

. . 

• • 

' • 

• * 

• • 

Total 


8,758 

3,198 

6,745 

j23,Y03 

L 18,842 

10,67' 

7 7,014 

27( 

3 650 

769 

95 



- ( So ) 

C , — Table showing the work done by Munsifs \n 1925 in the tmscheduled 

districts. 


Judgeships. 


Saharanpur . . «{ 


j.rieerut 


Aligarh 


Bulandshahr . . ^ 


I\IUDSifis. 


powers. 


Saharanpur city . ^ ^ 

Hawaii *. 

. a ]_ Additional 

•I 


Deoband •, 
Dehra Dun 


Total 

Bulandshahr 1st 
Bulandshahr 2nd 




Khurja . . , . « 

Khur ja Additional . . 

Additional Munsif, 
Bulandshahr. 

Total 

Meerut . . 

Meerut Additional 1st 

Meerut additional 
2nd. 

Ghaziabad . . • 

Ghaziabad Additional 

Muzaf arnagar 

MuzaSarnagar Addi 
tional, 

Kairana 

Hapur at Meerut 

Baghpat at Ghazi 
abad. 

Total 


Aligarh Koil 

Aligarh Additional 
Aligarh Hawaii 

Hathras , . 
Hathras Additional 
Jalesar 

Kasganj . . 

Etah 

Total 


Beg. 

B.C.O. 

Beg. 

Peg. 

Eeg. 

S.G.C, 

Beg. 

S.C.O. 


Beg. 

S.C.O. 

Beg. 

S.C.C. 

Beg. 

S.C.O. 

Beg. 

Eeg. 


Beg. 

Beg. 

Eeg. 

Beg. 

S.C.C. 

Reg. 

Eeg. 

S.C.C. 

Eeg. 

Beg. 
S.G.C. , 
Eeg. 
Eeg. 
S.C.O. . 


Beg. 

S.C.O. 

Eeg. 

Eeg. 

Beg. 

S.G.C. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

S.G.C. 

Beg. 

SC.C. 

Beg. 

S.C.C. 


Suits. 


Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

C3 

Qi 

o 

CD 

P 

Contested. 

Total. 

Applications for exec 
of decrees. 

03 

O 

CO 

c3 

O 

■oc 

P 

O 

o 

a 

"o 5T 
o 

o 

fSs 

155 

111 

208 

474 

450 

245 


51 

43 

161 

80 

14 

232 

192 

231 

655 

872 

314 

6 

, . 

18 

23 

. . 

. . 

334 

399 

313 

1,046 

1,204 

401 

124 

186 

73 

383 

110 

IS 

lOS 

86 

162 

3t6 

. . 

48 

293. 

424 

152 

869 

*• 

83 

1,303 

l,4i9 

1,200 

3,957 

2,716 

1,123 

301 

043 

295 

1,242 

2,203 

542 

29^ 

692 

143 

1,125 

709 

S3 

399 

1,039 

813 

1,7a 

2,355 

49 

7 

S6 

11 

104 

S3 

. . 

170 

244 

163 

577 

1,128 

435 

399 

980 

144 

1,623 

1,0.3 

114 

51 

t2 

84 

187 

1 

8 

73 

234 

201 

503 

14 

4 

1,690 

3,973 

1,354 

7,017 

7,551 

1,740 

209 

143 

325 

682 

1,067 

490' 

166 

153 ; 

295 

614 


43 

13 

11 

17 

41 


' • 

356 

318 

2o7 

931 

G84 

ISO- 

616 

659 

173 

1,443 

622 

ST 

So 

15 , 

41 

91 


i 2 

594 

642 i 

291 

1,527 

3,087 

675 

145 

242 

40 

427 

96 

! 6 

503 

702 

347 

1,562 

•• 

101 

t32 

1 o4S 

286 

1,466 

1,8X6 

569 

345 

635 

97 

1,077 

111 

15 

164 

' 139 

299 

602 

776 

49 ) 

469 

517 

289 

1.275 

1,092 

406 

183 

202 

61 

440 

242 

20 

4,335 

5,030 

2, SOS 

32,173 

, 9,843 

3,344 

154 

113 

219 

486 

569 

415 

382 

662 

102 

1,146 

193 

97 

59 

34 

15L. 

248 

, 131 

93 

136 

141 

202 

479 

915 

4sa 

314 

551 

2S7 

1,H2 

1,127 

463 

346 

607 

157 

1,110 

559 

64 

58 

119 

84 

261 

9 

• - 

364 

612 

359 

1,335 

1,680 

381 

40 

63 

IS 

126 

6 

5 

127 

197 

229 

553 

813 

335 

441 

830 

213 

1,484 

793 

117 

197 

205 

223 

625 

1,745 

495 

47S 

1,179 

268 

1,925 

670 

121 

3,096 

5,318 

2,516 

10,930 

9,160 

1 3,074 










( ) 


C , — Table showing the worlc done by ilunsifs in 1925 in the unscheduled 

districts — (continued.) 





Suits. j 

^0 

’■+3 

tn 

1-a^ 








0 

0 

M 

© 

ai 

© 

ca 





V.. 




0 

Judgeships. 

Munsifis. 

Powers. 

.... 6 
n rrj 
^ O <» 

'2 

g O 

rM r'j ^ 

i3 

<55 

O 

rcJ 

c CO 

cn 

CD 

Ta 

0 

© 

0 © 

|l 

M 

Pt 

0 

© 

a 

c3 





s 

PJ 

0 

0 


.2© 





Q 

0 

H 

-4 


! 

Mcradabad City , . 

Peg. . . 

' 255 

242 

223 

720 

671 

307 

s.c.o. .. 

424 

371 

128 

923 

281 

40 


Moradabad Additional ( 

Reg. . . 

7 

2 

21 

30 

. . 

. . 


1st. ( 

S.C.O. • . 

11 

39 

4 

54 

• • 

• * 


Hawaii as Additional 

s.c.o. .. 

1 

C 

2 

9 

25 

•• 


Alunsif city. 

Reg. . . 

255 

838 

205 

798 

1,234 

439 


Hawaii •• | 

s.c.o. .. 

419 

199 

214 

1,232 

137 

. . 



Reg. . . 

817 

462 

328 

1,107 

1,563 

539 


Sambhal .• | 

S.G.C. .. 

813 

tCG 

153 

1,032 

319 

72 

Moradabad . . ^ 

c 

Reg. . . 

181 

181 

237 

599 

1,409 

351 

Chaiidausi .. | 

S.C.O. .. 

44G 

1,079 

3c0 

1,875 

703 

141 


Chandausi Additional 

Reg. .. 

, , 

’733 

1 

1 

2,503 

. . 


, ( 

Reg. . . 

827 

380 

1,940 

802 


Amrona • • j 

S.C.O. .. 

314 

433 

112 

859 

314 

45 


Bijnor .. | 

Reg- . . 

289 

267 

207 

763 

1,546 

439 


S.C.O .. 

418 

5t9 

294 

1,271 

438 

91 


Bi^nor Additional - . 

Reg. . . 

71 

100 

91 

262 

13 

23 


Reg. . . 

335 

347 

316 

993 

1,722 

631 


INagma •• ^ 

S.C.O. .. 

1,121 

763 

298 

2,182 

826 

155 

1 

Nagina Additional .. 

Reg. . . 

8 

3 

8 

19 

•• 

*• 


Total 


6,012 

7,090 

3,i72 

16,674 

13,712 

4,125 



Reg. . . 

310 

169 

260 

739 

1,046 

319 


Bareilly city ^ 

S.C.O. .. 




60 

38 


Bareihy Additional . . 

Reg. . . 

**94 

”l9 

*130 

*243 

110 

127 

Bareilly 

Bareilly Hawaii ^ 

Reg. . . 
S.C.O. .. 

202 

122 

235 

559 

505 

274 

324 

31 


Additional Munsif, 

Reg. . . 

’*13 

”11 

**3S 

*’C7 

. . 

2 


Bareilly. 









Total 


624 

321 

663 

1,603 

1,995 

1,435 



Reg. . . 

200 

235 

273 

703 

989 

532 

Shahjahanpur. . ^ 

Sbalijahanpur .. ^ 

S.G.C. .. 

163 

369 

161 

693 

301 

43 

Reg. . . 

208 

265 

231 

704 

905 

455 

i 

Tilbar .. ^ 

S.G.C. .. 

245 

394 

152 

791 

371 

36 


Total 

•• 

816 

1,263 

817 

2,896 

2.566 

1,033 

f 

1 

Budaun East . . ^ 

Reg. . . 
S.C.O. . . 

122 

223 

117 

436 

214 

155 

453 

814 

707 

311 

413 

78 

1 

Budaun West .. ^ 

Reg. . . 
S.O.O. .. 

3S7 

221 

422 

304 

490 

137 

1,299 

662 

1,565 

67 

656 

6 

Budaun 

Bisauli . . 

Reg. . . 

217 

437 

319 

973 

1 , 22 s 

377 


S.O.O. 

291 

689 

205 

1,185 

843 

109 


, Sahaswan .. ^ 

i. t 

Reg. . . 
S.O.O. . . 

436 

131 

903 

263 

555 

93 

1,894 

487 

1,522 

335 

491 

14 


Total 


2,028 

3,571 

2,168 

7,767 

6,578 

2,149 
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Q showing the ivorh done by Munsifs %n 1925 in the unscheduled 

districts — (continued.) 


Judgeships. 


Munsifis. 


Agra. 




Powers. 


Suit. 


Farrukhabad . • 


Mainpuri 


Cawnpore . . ^ 


Agra 

Agra Additional 
Fatehabad 

Muttra 
Mahaban 

Total 

Farrukhabad 
Kanauj 
Kaimganj 

To'al 

Mainpuri 

Mainpuri Additional 
Shikohabad 

Etawah 

Phaphund 

Total 


Cawnpore 
Cawnpore Additional 
1st. , . 

Cawnpore Additional 
2nd. 

Akbarpur 
Fatehpur 
Banda 


€tGg. . 

Peg. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 


S o 

8 ° 

H-3^- 
•X3 3 
rd 2 

-40 W (D 


Peg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 

S.0.0. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 


r 

1 

Allahabad . ■ 


Hamirpur 




Peg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 


Peg. 

Peg. 

Reg. 

Peg. 

Peg. 

Peg. 

Peg. 

S.G.G. 


Total 

Allahabad Vvest 
Allahabad East 

Mirzapur 

Mirzapur Additional 
Total 


Peg. 

Reg. 

Beg. 

S.G.G. 

Peg. 


233 

2 

Ui 

3S9 

431 

341 

382 

226 


262 

3 

443 

949 

681 

643 

473 

572 


2,253 I 4,031 


212 

53 

256 

235 

111 

136 


243 

49 

321 

296 

135 

259 


a 


352 

8 

295 

216 

345 

130 

302 

152 


cS 

-to 

O 

EH 


1,800 


329 

39 

339 

180 

286 

54 


852 

18 

982 

1,554 

1,457 

1,114 

1,157 

950 


8,084 5,852 


764 

1,180 

427 

1,386 

724 

1,078 

293 


784 

141 

916 

711 

582 

449 


1,111 
41 
1,441 
481 
495 
161 


384 

2 

698 

81 

574 

95 

523 

49 


2,406 


547 

9 

627 

56 

258 

20 


1,003 1 

1,353 

1,227 

3,583 

3,730 

1,517 

194 

225 

261 

680 

718 

602 

30 

52 

22 

104 

45 

4 

32 

49 

54 

135 

1 

6 

252 

235 

179 

716 : 

1,051 

382 

178 

183 

48 

409 

. . 

.. 

278 

303 

207 

788 

870 

453 

837 

459 

122 

918 

417 

46 

518 

411 I 

277 

1,206 

760 

306 

1,819 1 

1,967 

1,170 

4,956 

3,862 

1,799 

148 1 

113 

195 

456 

648 

298 

215 1 

157 

205 

577 

189 

112 

90 1 

65 

87 

212 ! 

30 

36 

633 1 

539 

333 

1,505 

1,247 

481 

509 I 

i 551 

253 

1,313 

881 

394 

435 1 

i 383 

380 

1,198 

946 

805 

448 1 

1 354 

293 

1,095 

756 

248 

7 

1 

8 

27 


- • 

2,185 

1 2,174 

1,754 

6,413 

4,697 

1,874 

218 

! 192 

316 

726 

854 

355 

172 

i 96 

321 

5S9 

659 

329 

310 

334 

321 

965 

1,102 

443 

813 

618 

194 

1,125 

317 

45 

50 

171 

68 

289 


* • 

1,063 

1,411 

1,220 

3,694 

2,932 

1,172 



0 .- 
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-Table showing the wqrh done by Munsifs in 1925 in the unscheduled 

c?is«Hc(8— (continued). 


Judgeships. 


Azamgarh 


Gorakhpur 


IBeuares 


Ghazipur 


Jhausi 


r 




Munsifis. 


Azaiugarh City ^ ^ •• 

Azam garb Additional 

Hawaii *. *• | 

Aluhammadabad Goh- ( 
na. V 

Total 

Gorakhpur • • [ 

Gorakhpur Additional 
Deoria 

Heoria Additional 
Bansgaon. . 

Basti 
Bans! 

t| Bansi Additional 
Total 

Benares City 
Benares Additional • 
Hawaii 
Jaunpur city 

Jaunpur .. 

Jaunpur Additional _ 
Jaunpur Additional II 

Shahgau] 

Total 

Ghazipur^ J 
Ballia 

Muhammadabad 
Basra 

Saidpur . . 

Total 

Jhansi * . 

Jalaun (Orai) 

Balitpur .. 

Total 



Beg. . . 

191 

52 

204 

S.G.C. .. 

34 

17 

32 

Beg. . . 

1,231 

651 

403 

S.C.G. .. 

1 

, . 

’399 

Beg. . . 

1,076 

611 

S.G.O... 

64 

3S 

20 

-• 

2,597 

1,369 

1,06? 
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0 . — Table sallowing the worh done by Munsifs in 1925 in the unscheduled 

districts — (concluded). 


Judgeships.^ 

1 Munsifis. 

Powers. 

Suits — 

Applications for execution 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases (Judi- 
cial). 

Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

S 

a 

<s> 

o 

’o 

<u 

ft 

Contested. 

Total. 

Pilibhit .. ■ 

Pilibhit .. ,, 

Total 

Gband Total 

^eg. . . ' 

s.c.c. .. 

116 

177 

103 

333 

152 ^ 
69 

376 
614 • 

359 

179 

i 

273 

67 

• • 

293 

476 

221 

990 

538 

345 

•• 

38,124 

45,699 

80,071 

114,195 

92,912 

p5,595 
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CCa) —Tahle showing the work done hy Honorary Munsifs in 1925 in the 
^ unscheduled districts. 






Suits 

!— 


CD 

y • 

CD in 

CD 

cases 1 




.. . 




O ^ 






V. 




M 

Judgeships. 

- 

Munsifis. 

Bowers. 

2 

--J o CQ 
^ ^ in 

CU CO 

a 

• rH O O 

« 

•dJ 

‘o 

CD 

Q 

o 

m 

CD 

•+=> 

r a 

O 

a 

Total. 

Applications 
cution of c 

Miscellaneoi 

(Judicial). 

- 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . . 

485 

535 

123 

1,113 

•• 

86 

Baljaranpur . • 

Sabaranpur. 

Bench of Honorary 

Keg. . . 

, 21 

27 

3 

51 

*• 


Munsifs, Sabaranpur. 
Honorary Munsif at 

Keg. .. 

21 

46 

15 

82 


*• 



Boorkee. 










Total 

• . 

527 

608 

141 

1,276 

•• 

86 

Meerut 

Bench of Honorary 

Beg. . . 

259 

314 

81 

654 

.. 

27 

Munsifs at Muzafiar- 
nagar. 










Total 

, , 

259 

314 

81 

654 


27 

Aligarb 

Honorary Munsif at 
Sarai Hib. 

Reg. . . 

21 

20 

9 

50 

*• 

•• 


Total 

, , 

21 

20 

9 

50 

- 

•• 


Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

109 

87 

58 

254 

214 

42 


Shamsabad. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

68 

126 

26 

220 

158 

19 


Kampil. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

47 1 

87 

17 

151 

92 

84 


Amritpur. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. - . 

3 

4 

2 

9 

•* 


Farrulcliabad , . - 

Allahganj. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

160 

214 

88 

462 

•• 

35 

Ghhibramau. 

First Bench of Hono- 

Reg. . . 

167 

212 

125 

504 

•• 

21 


rary Munsifs at Far- 
rukhabad. 

Second Bench of Hono- 

Reg. . . 

147 

223 

131 

501 

. . 

37 


rary Munsifs at Far- 
rukhabad. 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

177 

257 

46 

o 

CO 

. . 

23 

1 

Munsifs, Hanauj, 









Total • • 

, , 

878 

1,210 

493 

2,581 

462 

216 

( 

'* Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . . 

133 

154 

52 

339 

•• 

51 

Budaun • , - 

) Shekhupur. 

Bench of Honorary 

Beg. . . 

53 

80 

33 

176 

- 

21 

( 

^ Munsif, Budaun. 









Total • • 

• . 

191 

234 

90 

515 

•• 

72 


r Honorary ^Munsif at 

i Eeg. .. 

111 

74 

17 

202 

« « 

14 

Mainputi .. 

\ Malajani. 

1 Honorary Munsif at 

i Eeg. . . 

55 

93 

12 

160 

-- 

15 


C TJresar. 









Total • * 

.. 

166 

167 

29 

362 


29 



( ) 

Q(a), — Table showing the work clone ly Honorary Miinsifs in 1925 in the 
unscheduled disiricts — (conduct d). 


Judgeships. 


.Allahabad 


Ghazipur 


Munsifis. 


f ! Special Honorary Mun- 
1 i sif. 

First Bench Honorary 
Mnnsif. 

Second Bench Honorary 
Munsif. 

Total 


f 


Gorakhpur . . ^ 


Moradabad 


Bulandshahr 


Bench of Honorary luun- 
sifs at Uska bazar. 
Bench of Honorary 

Munsifs at Pakradiha. 
Bench of Honorary 

Mimsifs at Gorakhpur. 
Bench of Honorary 

Munsif s at Kuhabar. 
Bench of Honorary 

Munsifs at Padrauna. 
Bench of Honorary 

Munsifs at Unwal. 
Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Ghauri 
Chaura. 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Siswabazar. 
Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Mohnapur. 

Total 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Ghazipur. 
Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Ballia. 
Honorary Munsif at 
Bansdih. 

Horiorary Munsif at 
Pharasata. 

Total 

1 

f i Honorary Munsif at 
Muhammadpur Deo- 
mal. 

Honorary Munsif at 
Mustafabad. 
Honorary Miinsii 
Najibabad. 

Honorary Munsi: 
Seohara. 

Total 

Honorary Mnns 
Chandera. 

Total 

Gband Total 




Suits- 

- 


Applications for exe- 
cutioii of decrees. 

tfi 

CJ 

cn 

ci 

V 

rv: 

o --A 
a? 'n 

S'o 

Powers. 

ss 

c3 ’q fTi 
^ P O 

O 

o § 

o O 

P 

a 

rS 

*o 

o 

Q 

tS 

o 

co 

O 

-t-3 

P 

o 

O 

1 

O 

Beg. .. 

IIS 

93 

64 

275 

•• 

24 

Keg. . . 

93 

82 

57 

232 

*• 

16 

Beg. . . 

93 

74 

37 

204 


9 

.. 

304 

249 

irs 

711 


49 

Beg. . . 

42 

15 

5 

62 

-• 

12 

Beg. . . 

SO 

38 

13 

131 


5 

Beg. . . 

218 

163 

97 

478 

•• 

52 

Beg, . . 

91 

53 

28 

172 

•• 

9 

Beg. . . 

CO 

27 

^ 13 

100 

•* 

12 

Beg. . . 

77 

59 

34 

170 

•• 

12 

Reg. . . 

134 

56 

11 

201 


11 

Reg. . . 

4 

2 

3 

9 


- 

Reg. . . 

73 

19 

29 

121 

•* 

i 


779 

432 

233 

1,444 ' 

•• 

114 

Reg. . . 

167 

101 

20 

288 


10 

Reg. , . 

71 

82 

9 

162 

•• 

13 

Reg. .. 

22 

39 

12 

73 

•• 

9 

Reg. . . 

24 

47 

4 

75 


11 

.. 

284 

269 

45 

598 

•• 

43 

Reg. .. 

151 

72 

11 

234 

•* 

14 

Reg, . . 

62 

33 

10 

105 


8 

1 Reg. .. 

158 

142 

47 

347 


25 

' 

i Reg. . . 

174 

138 

; 38 

350 

•• 

sr 

.. 

54o 

3St 

r lOG 

1 ],036 


84 

t Reg. . . 

1 35f 

i 35. 

r 4^ 

J 751 

' 

63 

. 

35: 

) 35. 

4 4! 

3 75^ 

7 

63 

. 

4,30! 

9 4,24 

2 1,42 

3 9,98 

4 46i 

2 783 


6 



T).~Talle 


Judgeships, 


Saharanpur. 


Meerut 


Bareilly 


Agra 


CawBpore 


. { 42 ) 

,W.!, the wort done iv Conrlo o! S«.« Oa«« i« 1925 ™ the 

uifischedulsd districts, 


Courts. 


Eoorhee (canton 
ment). 

Behra Dun . . 
Total 


Meerut 

Total 

Bareilly 

Total 

Agra 

Total 

Gawnpore 


Powers, 


Suits — 


nrd 

& 

±i 

1^ a - 


s.c.c... 

S.C.G. .. 

S.J. .. 


107 

85S 

65 


S.C.G. .. 
S.J. .. 


1,030 

2,024 

2,024 


a 

’o 

<u 

fi 

69 

893 

57 

1,019 


S.C.G. . . 
S.J. • . 


1,833 

1,833 


1,203 
2 


1,205 

1,543 


Allahabad , . 


Benares 


( 

'I 

Gawnpore Addi- ^ 
tional. 

Total 

Allahabad 

Total 

Benares 

Total 

Gbaisd Totau 


S.G.G... 
S.J. .. 
S.G.G... 
S.J. .. 


1,544 


1,428 

288 


a 

o 

O 

10 

255 

68 

333 

1.001 


1,677 


1,001 

1,376 

6 


1S6 

2,006 

190 

2,382 

4,858 


2 CD 




81 

1.67G 

307 


Appeals. 




201 

137 


2 064 338 


4,853 

4 256 
8 


3,832 

7 


443 

15 


3,839 

1,824 

5 


458 

556 

17 


29 


14 


1,716 


S.C.G. .. 
S.J. .. 


S.C.G. . . 
S.J. .. 


1,233 


1,288 

3 *'7 
56 

413 


9,220 


1,677 

1,882 

4,264 

1,829 j 

573 

74 j 

2 

14 


CO 

o 

681 

15 

4,115 

17 

3,754 1 
38 

328 

23 

105 


• • 

•• 

1,892 

696 

4,132 

3,792 

351 

105 

*• 


•* 

1,894 

695 

3,517 

2,103 

14 

390 

35. 

•• 

•• 

• * 

241 

ko 

775 

51 

20 



•• 

•* 


5 

5 

1 




* * 


1;639 

946 

4.297 

2,109 

^ 410 

35 


•• 


1,068 

604 

2,960 

2,249 

' 354 

i ^ 

73 

1 

*9 

T 

1,068 

604 

2;J60 

2,249 

8'8 

’ 73 

1 

9 

1-. 

439 

191 

987 

1,004 

196 

.. 

. . 

. . 

1 “ 

42 

35 

183 

250 

228 

1 

• * 

* ■ 

1 *• 

481 

276 

1,170 

1,2' 4 

j 424 

1 

•• 

•• 

1 * * 

9,605 

£,238 

24,06*. 

jj 17,196| 2,912 

, 317 

3 


1 •• 


Criminal appeals. 
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Note on the Administration of Civil Justice in tlie Province 
of Oudb, during the calendar year ending December 31, 
1926o^ 


CHIEF COURT. 

1, There have been a few changes in the 'personnel of this Court 
during the year under review. The following were the permanent 
Judges 

(1) The Hoii’ble Sir Louis Stuart, Kt., c.i.e,, i.c.s., Chief Judge. 

(2) The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Wazir Hasan, b.a., ll.b. 

(3) The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Ernest Horatio Ashworth, I.c.s. 

(4) The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Gokaran Nath Misra, m.a., ll.b, 

(5) The Hon’ble Mr, Justice Muhammad Eaza, Khan Bahadur^ 

B.A., LL.B. 

The Hon^ble Mr. Justice Ashworth was transferred to the High 
Court of Judicature at Allahabad in an officiating vacancy and the 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Charles Henry Bayley Kendall came as a Puisne 
Judge of this Court in that arrangement on March 2, 1926. He, 
having been appointed in an officiating vacancy in the same High 
Court, was succeeded by the Hon^ble Mr. Justice Carleton Moss King 
on October 9, 1926. 



( 2 ) 



i'-( . loV/1 112^ ‘CrtOiO fellO »!• 5 

in tLe under review ^ 


CL"s^ Cl cji-Cs 


r 


i 




jjivci'co cdsas 




cr:.-T > n-nT23isd 


:iis 



Testamentary 
cases (mi- 
contested). 


Commercial 


cases. 


j Applications for execution of 
decrees. 

Fir^t AtpeaF Regular including Rent 
Apx^caR (BencA). 


Second Appeals Regular f Bench 
including Rent*j 

Appeals tried by— ( Single Judge. . 

Execution of Decree ( Bench 

Appeals tried by — ( Single Judge. . 

Miscellaneous Appeals C Bench 

tried by— t Single Judge, . 


Appeals under section 12 
(2), Oudh Courts Act 
(United Provinces Act 
iV of 1925). 


/ 


Bench 


Civil Revisions under C Bench 
section 115, Civil Pro- ' 
cedurc Code, tried by — ( Single Judge. . 


Civil Revisions under') 
section 25, Provincial [ Bench 
Small Cause Courts Y 
Act (IX of 1SS7), tried j Single Judge . . 
by— ‘ J 

Applications for leave to ) 
appeal to His Alajesty [ Bench 
in Council. ) 

References for ruling 

Matrimonial References 

Pull Bench References 

Miscellaneous Applica- ( Bench 
tions tried by — Single Judge . . 

Review Applications 


the work done by Ihe Chief Court, 


Chief Courtj Oudh. 


Pend- 

ing, 

pending 

ircin 

1925. 

Institu- 

ted. 

Total. 

Decided 

excluding 

transfers. 

1 

" i 

12 

IT 

9 

3 

! 

i 

« j 

S 

8 

5 

3 

j 

2 

2 

• • 

2 . 

i 

4 

4 

2 

2 

•• 

1 

1 

1 

• • 

.. 

1 

1 

•• 

1 

201 

153 

354 

229 

125 

135 

179 

314 

209 

105 

418 

317 

735 

661 

74 

15 

49 

64 

52 

12 

8 

11 

19 

.17 

2 

10 

46 

56 

45 

11 

4 

8 

12 

11 

1 


6 

! ^ 

4 

2 

11 

* 23 

• 34 

33 

1 

5 

1 22 

27 

27 

•• 

1 

• . 

1 

1 


6 

73 

79 

76 

3 

2 

o 

CO 

32 

24 

8 

.. 

2 

2 

2 

, , 

•• 

2 

2 

• . 

2 

-• 

3 

3 


3 

42 

122 

164 

151 

13 

37 

653 

690 

653 

37 

- • 

18 

IS 

16 

2 



( S ) 

3, Of the 125 first appeals pending at the end of the year (as agaainst 
201 at the end of 1925), 7 were of 1925 anl 115 of 1925, as a,eaiiisc 2 of 

1923, 50 of 1924, and 149 of 1925 at the end of 1925. 0[ the 179 second 

civil cappea Is pending at the end of the yer.r fas agcinsr 553 at the* enf] 
of 1925), 3 were of 1925 and 176 of 1926 as against 5 of 1923, 123 of 

1924, and 425 of 1925 at the end of 1925. 

Institutions decreased under the main heads. Disposals incre.ts d ia 


first and second appeals. 

They are shown in 

Institutions, 

1 the following 

1925. 

u a 0 1 c 

Ir.'J 

First appeals 


163 

, " 

Second appeals . . 

. . 

647 

1 16 

Givii revisions .. 

DecUions. 

203 

113 

First appeals 

* . 

134 

229 

Second appeals . . 


630 

870 

Civil revisions . . 

. . 

231 

137 


In 74 per cent of the first civil appeals, the decision of the trial court 
was confirmed as against 69 last year; in 14 per c^ni. it was reversed as 
against 15 last year and in 12 per cent, it wtas either raodiiied or inter- 
fered with on remand as against 16 last year. As regards second 
appeals, 79'5 per cent, were unsuccessful as against 76 l.ast year and 15 
per cent, successful as against 15 last year.' In the remaining the 
decision was either modified or the case remanded. 

4. Three such appeals were instituted during the year. Of these, 2 
were dismissed and 1 v;as pending at the end of the year. These are 
included in the figures given above about first regular appeals. 

5. At the beginning of the 3 ^ear, 2 applications for leave do appeal to 
the Privy Council were pending before this Court. Thirty applications 
were filed in the course of the year bringing rhe total bo S2. Of these, 
17 were rejected, leave was granted ia 7 cases and 8 applications were 
pending at the end of the year. 

Eleven Privy Council appeals were ponding preparation and des- 
patch of records to England in the beginning of 1926 and II were newly 
received, bringing the total to 22. Of these, records were completed 
and despatched to London in 8 cases and 14 were Wilder preparation at 
the end of the year. 

In England, 10 appeals were pending before their Lordships of the 
Privy Council from 1925 and 8 were admitted during the year in ques- 
tion. Of the total of 18 appeals for disposal, 1 was allowed, 6 were dis- 
missed, 1 was compromised, and 10 were pending at the end, of 1926. 

6. The total valuation of the- 12 regular suits instituted or received 
by transfer on the original side was Rs. 6,59,68,350, Nine original suits 
of the total value of ids. 1,80,45,000 and *5 divorce cases were decided. 

7. One application for execution of decree was filed ia this court 
which was transferred to the court of the subordinate judge, Partabgarh, 
for execution and is still pending. 

8. There was no case under the Workmen 5s Compensation Act, 1923 
(Act VIII of 1923), 


and 
second 
appeals, also 
revisiciis. 


Appeals 
from the 
original 
jurisdiction 
of this Court 
Privy Coun- 
cil appeals. 


Original 

suits. 


Execution 

applioaticus. 


The Work- 
men’s Com- 
pensation 
Act, 1023. 
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OrigixLal 
suits — * 
remarks ci:. 


Drafting of 
the Kuies of 
Busmens cf 
this court 
aud cf the 
subordinate 
courts. 


Editor cf 
paper -books 
and cashier. 


9* The institution of original suits has been considerably greater 
than anticipate 1. The Chief Court ordinarily disposes of original regular 
suits of a valuation of not less than five iakbs of rupees, and it was 
jtnticipated that not more than five such suits would be instituted 
in any one year. Bet'veen November 2, 1925 (the date when the 
Court came int.^ being) and December 31, 1926, IS such suits were 
instituted. The disposal of 5 such suits would ordinarily occupy one 
Judge cf the Court three-quarters of a working year and owdng to the 
large number of institutions it has been necessary for two Judges of 
the Court to sit on the origioal side for the greater part of the year 
under report. Once these suits have been decided (it is anticipated 
that they wdll all be decided during the current year), future suits 
should present less diihculty, as the present number of "institutions is 
ppproaching the figure anticipated, and it ib hoped that in future years 
it v.ili be possible to have four Judges available for wmrk outside the 
original jurisdiction, 

10. The creation of the new Court has caused at the beginning an ab- 
normal amount of administrative work. It became necessary to draft 
Rules of Business for the Chief Court, and redraft the Rules of Business 
for subordinate courts contained in the Oudh Civil and Criminal Digests. 
The Chief Court Buies and the Oudh Civil Digest were redrafted 
roughly by the Eon’ble the Chief Judge during the vacation of the year 
under report. In adaifcion it was necessary (partly in compliance with 
the suggestions of the Civil Justice Committee) to consider alterations 
and additi-jns to the ruRs under the Orders of the Code of Civil Proce- 
dure. The work under this head was prepared in the first instance by 
the President and Members of the Rule Committee. This involved a 
consiaerable amount of labour, which was done entirely outside Court 
hours. Tne Rule Committee devoted a portion of the vacation to the 
purpose at a sacrifice of their own convenience. The Hon’ble the Chief 
Judge wishes to place on record his appreciation of the work done by 
the late President of the Rule Committee — Mr. Justice Ashworth, the 
present President, Mr. Justice Misra, and the members— Mr. Justice Raza, 
Mr. Justice E^eadallj Mr. Justice King, Mr. St, George Jackson, Mr, 
Bifchesliwar ISath Srivastava, Mr. Tika Ram Misra and the Secretary, 
Mr. Speirs. He is pariicularly grateful to Mr. Jackson and Mr. Bishe- 
shwar Nath, both Counsel in leading practice, w^ho have given gratui- 
tously a considerable portion of their valuable time towards improving 
the procedure. ^ 

The Rules, as framed by the Rale Committee under the Code of 
Civil Procedure, the Rules of the Chief Court, and the Oudh Civil Digest 
i^ow ^lled the Oudh Civil Rules} have, afoer consideration by the 
Rule Committee, been considered at Business Meetings of the Court, 
ten of w^hich were held during the year ^utside Court hours. As a 
result., the amendment of the Rules under the Orders of the Code, the 
Rules of the Chief Court, and the Oudh Civil Rules have all been 
practically completed. Once the Criminal Rules (which are now under 
preparation) have been completed, the administrative work of the Court 
wiu be normal. The Rule Committee will now meet only to discuss 
new developments. 

11, Two important improvements were effected in the course of the 
year under report when the local Government sanctioned the appointment 
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of an Editor of appellate records and o.' a court cashier, _ The creation or 

the post of Editor has already had the ehoct oi^ iiaprcviag accuracy ^ ot 
the appellate records, and reaucrug its buih^ errscdr/eiy ay 
all except the necessary oral and dccuiiien:ary eviuance. lue _re&uij 
has been a reduction of expense to the Ikigants, ano an ^ acceleration 
preparation. The appointment of a cashier saveytm puonc a eomiuemme 

amount of time and inconvenience as cash is V ail airect into cue coul , 

and repayments made ciirec'ol}^ oy the cou.o. 

COUBT3 SUBOSDDTATS TO TTT CHIT? GOUTT, 

JUDlCiAp STArn, 

12. The court of the second adhitionai Cistnop and 
Unao, temporary only 


urns 


as sanction is oolai: 


sessions jncio^e at 
:om year to year, 

continued to work as usual uliron;^riTu.t une } 3 n o 

cally the district and sessions judge mr tno. district ot unao omng iiicm.y 
under the administrative control of the on^unco ami sas^iont ^juage o. 
LucknoWo Secomraeudations will be made later on lor maning m 
post permanent. 

The perambulating court of^ie third addityapy:?trytarp_ sessions 
iudge, Lucknow, Sitapur and iiarnoi, worictd ini len 

the post was abolished. Whatever be the name oi ine pos., rai andiviona 
district and sessions judge will have to oe kepo for the distue.s p 
Lucknow. Sitapar, Hardoi, and Goada, and temporary sanction of Govein- 
ment will have to be takeu from time to time to remove congestion not 
only of criminal work but also of civil in tnese aistiicus, 

Several temporary additional posts of district and sessions judges and 
of sessions and subordinate judges had to be created o- 

under review to cope with the coagestiou of work '“p /yV-py Pp t X 
special cases which it was impossible lor Oi.e peimaucn >- l . 

undertake in addition to their ordinary wcnc. 

One additional district and sessions jud^e ^0^3'^ 3-“ Sitapur for 
three months iroin January 16j 1923, to April lo, 1 j2o. 

One temporary court of sessions judge had to he created at Lucknow 
for about a’ year from April 24, li^20, to ^pru o. Iy2., lOx- the uaJ ot 
the Kakori case. 


ScAtoineut 
no. ‘2^. 
Temporary 
courts. 


The court of the temporary ad-iitionrd seseioM anysubordmate judi 
at Kheri created in 1925 vorked till February l^^o. 

Bahraieh 


A 


for about rnree ana a ntiAi ^*jy-** ^ - 

for certain riot and dacoity cases; and tae 2 ..T ^ 

sessions and suhordinate judge bad to be created at naraoi lOi ^oic x. 
two months from Septeibe? 3 to November 11, 192a. to lemove conges- 
tioB of criminal work in that district. 

Two additional sessions aad subordinate judge? had to byyipomted 
at Fyzabad frojn November 15, 1926 , toy ry_ certain 
will in all probability have to work till the tmru qua,..er .u . 

■ Five additional subordinate judges had to work tlmoughout y 

(viz., at Bara Banki, Sitapur, Hardoi, Fyzahad, and Salmnpui). - » 

2 


temporary sessions and subordinate judge h -.d to wonc at 

bout three and a half mouths from April 1, l9^o. 


ry 

aao 



Edit 
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Statement 
no. 27. 


three were officers belonging to the permanent cadre of subordinate 
iiidges and the rest senior munsils invested with the po’vvers of a sub- . 
Hnate iudge,'their places being taken by probationary munsifs At 
LuSnrw, TJnao, and^Gonda temporary additional subordinate judges 

h^d tX appointed in the same way for portions of the year. Ovving to 
transfer of insolvency jurisdiction from the court of the district 
indue of Lucknow to the smill cause court, it was impossible'for the two 
cauXourVjudues to cope with the work. ' Without any increase 
“ae TaloM adfokl s=r,ic. »<lte, assistance ,as g.ven to them 
bv the appointme4 of a subordinate judge from the cadre as second 
additional^small cause court judge practically throughout the year. 
EegLd being had to the file of the small cause court, it is impossible for^ 
twf officers to cope with the work and Government will be moved for 
the addition of a permanent officer to the cadre. 

13 In pursuance of the policy followed by the late Judicial Comm 
sinner’s Court and also by this Court, of removing outlying c.mits to 
headquarters, the munsifi at Dalmau was reinovLd to Eae BaiTli during 
the course of the year. There are now only three courts in Oudh, viz 
the munsifs’ courts at Akharpur, Shahabad, and Bilgram which are not 
situated at the headquarters of a district. 

14. The comparative figures of institutions in 1925 and 1920 are 
qliAwn in the follo^Yin^ table : 



; 1925. 

1926. 

Increase or 
decrease 
per cent. 

Begnlar suits other than small cause court suits. . 

21,992 

22,192 


Small cause court suits 

51,293 

48,381 

—6 

Total 

73,285 

70,L'76 

— 4 


The above table shows that there has been a net decrease of aobut 
4 per cent, in the total volume of civil suits instituted^ during the year 
under review as compared with the year preceding it, though as 
matter of fact regular suits have increased and the decrease is only in 
the small cause court suits. One suit for ‘every 172 persons out ot 
the total population of 12,166,642 was instituted as against 
every 166 in 1925, one for every 179 in 1924 and one for every 182 
in 1923. The drop in institutions was shared by all the districts 
except Fyzabad, Rae Bareli, and Partabgarh, It was however not 
general. All classes of suits excepting suits relating to specinc reliet, 
pre-emption and religious endowments have decreased. In these three 
classes, there was an increase from 698 to 812, 624 to 773 and 15 
to 27, respectively, during the year under review. The causes of the 
decrease in the small cause court suits cannot he ascertained exactly. 

The number of suits disposed of is practically stationary, being 
73;619 in 1926 and 73,613 in 1925. 

Value of suits. 


Statement 15- Despite a decrease in the number of suits instituted during the 

no. 28. year under review, their valuation has increased by about 5 per cent, from 
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Es. 2,39,60,598 to Es. 2,51,015497. The case is just the reverse of what 
it was in the previous year. The average value per suit has increased 
from Es. 327 to Es. 356. On the regular side there was an increase 
from Es. 2,00,92,872 to Es. 2,14,02,278, i e., by about 6 per cent., but on 
the small cause court side it dropped by 4 per cent, from Es. 38,67,726 
to Es. 36,99,219, The increase in valuation w^as in the courts of 
benches of '’honorary rnunsifs, munsifs exercising ordinary and small 
cause court powers andvsubordinate judges, exercising ordinary powers 
only, In other classes of tribunals there wuis a decrease. The increase 
in munsifs’ courts is due to the fact that all the munsifs in Oudh have 
now powers to try suits up to the value of Rs. 2,000. 

OriginaY work. 

16, The total number of suits before the courts (including those pend- 
ing from 1925, and instituted, revived, reviewed or remanded in 1926) was 
85,664 as against 86,753, i,e,, there was a decrease of about 1 per 
cent. The number of decisions was 73,619 as against 73,613. A com- 
parison of the total number of decisions and the total number of 
institutions shows that the number of decisions exceeded the number of 
institutions by 3,043 with the result that the number of suits at the end 
of the year under review was reduced to 12,044 as against 13,140 at the 
end of 1925. It is satisfactory to note that not only has there been a 
marked improvement in the pending tiJe, but there has also been a 
decrease in the number of eases* pending over one year. At the end of 
1924, 131 regular suits were pending over one year, at the end of 1925, 
the number came down to 57 and at the end of 1926, the number was 
83 only. It may be mentioned that at the time of writing this report, 
the number had fallen further to 17 only. 

Of the total number of decisions, viz., 73,619, those in regular suits 
were 23,465 and those in small cause court suits were 50,154, Of the 
23,465 regular suits, 6,800 (i.e., about 29 per cent ) were decided after 
contest and 16,665 were decided without contest (either withdrawn, 
compromised, dismissed for defaulter decided ex 'pvbfte, etc). Of the 
50,154 small cause court suits, 7,184 (i.e., about 14 per cent.) were 
decided after contest and 42,970 were decided without contest. The 
percentage of suits decided after contest both on the ordinary and 
small cause court side taken together is the same as it was in the year 
1925 (i.e. 5 19 per cent.). In contested suits (regular and small cause 
court), the plaintiff was successful in about 70 per cent, of cases as 
against 72 in 1925. 

The remark made last year that so long as district judges are also 
sessions judges, they cannot be expected to do much original civil 
work may be repeated with equal force. To give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Civil Justice Committee for relieving district judges 
of a portion of their work, the sessions and subordinate judges of Kheri 
and Bahraich were invested with jurisdiction to try cases under the 
Frovincial Insolvency Act and under section 92 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure, and the judge, small cause court, Lucknow, was also invested 
with insolvency jurisdiefciono District judges were further empowered 
by the Chief Court in exercise of the powers conferred by section 31 
of the Oudh Courts Act, 1925, and section 4A of the Guardians and 
Wards Act, 1890, as amended by Act IV of 1926, to transfer to sub- 
ordinate judges by general or special order all proceedings under the 
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Indian Suceegsion Act, 1925, and the Guardians and '.-/ards Act, 1890. 
Even then, the district judges disposed of only 29 regular suits (as 
cac^ainst 16 in 1925), of tyhich 10 were decided by the district judge, 
Lucknoy^, 9 hy the district judge, Fysabad, 8 by the chstriet judge 
Gondc, and 2 ' by tu/o ot’'er judges. Toey disposed of 1,031 mis- 
cellaneous cases (including 2;10 insolYencj cases) as against 1,506 m 1925. 
As in last year tne district" judge, L-uckno^, heads the list 219 cases, 
then comes Sarcloi vnlh hOljttien tnitanur with 1^0, and ouen hyiuabad 
with 15'7 easeso 

The tot’5,1 nuniber of suits instituted in the courts of the judge and 
the two additional jirJgeg, small cause court, Luc.knoWj was i3,725 as 
against 1-3,9*10 in 1^25" and the loori number for disposal was 16,568 
as ao-ainst 15,603 in iCno, Gx these, 14A73 were decided as against 
12,939 iu 1925. The judge, sni'idi cause court, decided 5,137 as against 
7,208, in 192 1, the Isc additional ju.dgQ decided 5,619 as against 5,731 
in 1925, and the 2nd additional judge ciacidid 3,087 caces. Tne per- 
centage of suits decided after contest by the small cause con:t judge was 
7 as agrinst 15 ia 1925, by the 1st ad;litionai small cause court judge 
14 as against 14 and by the 2L:d additional srnail cause court judge 18. 
The small cause cmi-jl yi\:c iu addition to deeiding 5/<37 small 
cause court suits (hgemi '-f S9 insolvency petitions in the year in 
question. 


The total number of regular suits instituted before the subordinate 
judges \Yas 1, ^68 as against 2,047 in 1925 and the tot.J number for 
decision was 2,431 as against 3,019 in 1925, Of these, the subordinate 
judges decided i,846 as against 2,249 and the percentage of contested 
cases was 44 as against 42 in 1925. The file pending at the end of the 
year was 644 as against 770 in 1925. It is creditable that the Dumber 
of regular civil suits pendmg moi-e than a year in the subordinate 
judges’ courts was only 30, whereas it was 47 at the end of 1925, and 
102 at the end of l924. At the cirne of writing this report the number 
has come 'down to 12. 


The total number of small cause court suits instituted dropped again 
from 10,342 in 1925 to 6,038 in 1926 and the total nuiuber for decision 
lilmwise fell from 12,222 in 1925 to 8,391 in 1926. The total number 
decided also fell iToin 11,032 to 7,498. The number of suits pending at 
the end of the year decreased from 1,190 in 1925 to 893 m the year 
under review. 


Muasifs. The total number of regular suits iastituted in miinsifs’ courts was 

11,849 as against 11,776 in 1925 and the total number for disposal wuas 
16,445 as against 15,131 in 1925. The increase in institutions is due to 
the fact that all the munsifs in Oadb have now jarisdictioo under the 
Oidii Courts Act, 1925, to try suits up to the value of Es. 2,0'JO. Tho 
number of suits decided also increased. They rose from 11,998 to 
12,311, of which 38 per cent, as against 35 per cent, in 1925 vrere 
decided afoer contest. The above figures show that while there v/as an 
increase by 2 per cent, in the number of suits for disposal, the increase 
in disposal was 3 per cent. The pending file however remained prac- 
tically the same. It was 3,184 at the end of 1928 as against 3,133 at 
the end of 1925. The number of regular >suits pending over a year was 
only 3 as against 10 in 1925 and 25 m 1924, 
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The total number of small cause court suits mstibiited ia miinsifs' 
courts was 27,673 as against 27.011 in 1925 and the tDtal for disporvai 
was 3*1,789 as agricsD 00,56-1 ia i025, Goacurrontly with this increase, 
the number of suits decided also increased from 26;9"t6 to 28,183, i. e., by 
about 5 per cent., leaving a balance of 3,606 at the end of 1926 as 
against 3,618 ia the yecn* preceding it. The percentage of suits decided 
after conteet was 14 as against 15 last year. 

DORATiON. 


17. The following comparative table shows the average number of 
days taken by the different, courts in 1925 and 1920 in deciding contested 
and uncontssted suits — , 


Class of courts. 

Regular suits. 

Small cause court suits. 

Average duration of — 

Average duration of — 

Contested 

suits, 

Uncontested 

suits. 

Contested 

suits. 

Uncontested 

suits. 

192G. 

1925. 

: 1926. 

1925. 

1923. j 

1 

1925. 

1 

1928. 

i 1925. 

District judges 

Subordinate judges 
Munsifs 

Judges, small cause 
courts (proper). 

53*57 

200*92 

12S-29 

228 

194 

128 

G2*83 
107 ’33 
91*89 

104 

109 

7C 

59*03 j 
52*85 
74“33 ' 

> *59 

53 
60 

fO'SS 

4V22 

50*73 

t 

'so 

83 

55 


The court hopes to see a reduction in the figures of duration in 
future years. 


Applications for execution of decrees. 

18. The total number of applications for execution of decrees filed 
during the year rose again from 09,638 to 71,052 amd the total for disposal 
rose from 80,639 in 1925 tc 83,173, Of these, 70 007 were disposed of as 
against 68,518 in 1925, leaving a balance of 13,166 at the end of the year 
as against 12,121 at the end of 1925. On the regular side^the^percen- 
tage of fully and partly fructuous and wdiolly infructuous appiioations was 
practically much the same, 25*75^ 14*91, and 59*34 as against 23, 15, 
and 59, respectively in 19^5. On the small cause court side the percent- 
age was 11, 16, and 72 as against 13, t7, and 70 in 19::5. 

The total realizations by the issue of processes and^withoui3 the issue 
cf processes have both increased. In the former it increased from 
Ks. 26,10,748 to Es. 33,36,810 and in the latter from Rs. 1,33,888 to 
Es. 1,44,924. According to the quarterly explanations of delay in 
execution cases, there were 30 applications for execution of decrees 
pending for more than one year as against 105 at the end of 1925, 

Appellate jurisdiction. 

19, The total number of regular civil appeals instituted in the lower 
appellate courts was 1,856 as against 1,951 in 1925. Of these, 1,601 
appeals were against the decisions of munsifs and 255 were against the 
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Statement 
no. 31, 
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aecisions of subordinate judges. The total number for disposal was 
2 694 of which 2,199 were muasiis’ appeals and 495 were subordinate 
judges’ appeals, Of the 2 199 munsifs’ appeals, 1,684 were decided by 
subordinate judges and 108 by district judges, leaving 407 at the end of 
the vear as ogainst 563 at the end of 1925. Of the 495 subordinate 
judc^es’ appeals, 309 were decided leaving 183 pending at the end of the 
year as against 238 at the end of the year 1925. The total dumber of 
decisions w^s 2,101 as against 2,097 in J925 and the total pending file 
was 593 as against 801 at the end of 1925. Of the 2,101 appeals decided, 
only 392 were wholly successful and 304 were partially successful. 

Amongst the district judges, the district judge of Fyzabad disposed 
of the largest number of civil appeals, viz., 13S as in 1924 and 1925. 
Amongst the subordinate judges, the subordinate judge of Partabgarh 
disposed of the largest number of civil appeals, viz.^ 206. 

The total number of miscellaneous civil appeals decided was 236—146 
by subordinate judges and additional subordinate judges and 90 by dis- 
trict judges and additional district judges. The pending file was 71. 
In addition to the above, 495 rent appeals were decided by district and 
additional district judges in the year under report. The pending file 
was 416 at the end of the year in question. 

Honorauy munsifs. 

20. There were 29 honorary munsifs as against the same number 
in 1925 sitting singly. One honorary munsif, Raja Suraj Bakhsh 
Singh, O.B.E., of Kamalpur resigned early in the year under report but 
another was appointed at Fyzabad. Five of these did no work during 
the year. Thus there were only 24 courts actually working and they 
decided 6,573 cases as against 6,019 in 1925. These include 843 cases 
decided after contest as against 793 in 1925. As in 1925, Thakur 
Anant Prasad Singh of Malhupur (Partabgarh), decided the largest num- 
ber of cases, namely, 741. JNext, to him comes Rai Bahadur Pundit Shiam 
Behari Mlsra of MacAndrewganj (Partabgarhj, who decided 681 cases. 
The names of Babu Rudra Pratab Singh, Pikenagar (Partabgarh), Bhaiya 
Har Dat Singh of Mallanpur (Sitapur), and Rai Bahadur Kunwar Dilli- 
pat Shah of Singahi (Kheri), may be specially mentioned as they decided 

.. more than 500 cases each during the year in question. 

Benches of honorary munsifs, 

21. There were 8 benches of honorary munsifs as in 1925 and there 
were in all 30 munsifs constituting the benches as against 29 in 1925. 
The Sitapur bench was strengthened by the appointment of two honorary 
munsifs, while one of the members of the Sidhauli bench resigned the 
post at the end of the year. These benches disposed of 2,706 suits as 
against 2,414 last year, ol which 341 as against 294 in 1925 were coa« 
tested. As in previous years, the bench of SaSpur (Unao) disposed of 
the largest number of cases (viz., 134 contested and 868 uocontested) and 
the benches of Sitapur and Hardoi disposed of 527 and 379 cases, respec- 
tively. 

Village courts. 

22. The number of village courts was further reduced by one during 
the year under review and it was only 6— 3 in Bara Banki and 3 in 
Hardoi. In these courts 629 suits were instituted as against 858 in 
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1925. Of the 640 suits for disposal, C18 were decided and 11 remained 
pending at the end of the year, the rest having been transferred to the 
district munsifs file. Only one application for revision under section 73 
of the Village Courts Act was filed in Hardoi and was unsuccessful, 

General, 

23. Ail the civil courts of the Hardoi, Fyzabad, and Rae Bareli judge- 
ships w’ere inspected by the respective district judges. The district judge 
of Gonda inspected his office and theUtraula munsiS, but not the other 
courts at Gonda or the courts at Bahraich, while the district judge, 
Sitapur, inspected the civil courts of Sitapur, but not of Kheri- 

All the permanent civil courts of Lucknow were inspected by Kunwar 
Partab Bikram Shah, assistant commissioner, who was under judicial 
training in this district. The 1st additional district and sessions judge 
at Bara Banki inspected all the civil courts of Bara Banki and the 2nd 
additional district and sessions judge at Unao inspected his own court 
and that of the subordinate judge, Unao, but not the munsifs* courts. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Muhammad Raza inspected the work of all 
the civil courts at Lucknow, Bara Banki, Unao, Rae Bareli, Partabgarh, 
Fyzabad, and Sultanpur in the year under review. At the time of 
writing this report he has finished inspecting the civil courts of all the 
other districts of the province. 

The Hon’ble the Chief Judge visited every district in the province 
during the year under report and inspected all the court buildings. 

Lucknow: M. UPADHYAY, 

August 1,1927. Registrar, Chief Court of Oudh, 


Accompaniments. 

Statements nos. 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, and S2, Imperial Returns 
nos. XI and XIU statements showing (i) appeals preferred and (ii) 
references made to the Chief Court under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, Tables A, B, 0, and D, and Village Munsifs’ Returns nos. J, II, and 
III, and return of applications for revision under section 73, Village 
Courts Act, 

[Maximum number of pages of the report (excluding statistics) as 
fixed by the Government of India-~10,] 
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STATEMENT No. 25— (Civil). 


Showing the number of jnclieial divisions and the number of officers 
exercising original or appellate jurisdiction in the Province of 
Oudhi during ihe year 1926. 


Name of province. 

Number of divisions for courts 
under Chief Courts but superior 
to Chief Courts of districts. 

zn 

r—! 

U2 

“o 

a 

s 

m 

o 

-4^ 

1/1 

zn 

*o 

o 

a 

Number of officers exorcising original 
or appellate jurisdiction. 

9 

a 

o 

o 

3 

o 

1 ’'o o 

G> 

® § 
^.3 

Judges of other courts super- ^ 
ior to Chief District Courts/ 

Judges of Chief Courts of dis- 
tricts^ 

Judges of District Courts 
other thau Chief Courts. 

Judges of other subordinate 
courts. 

1 

a 

Xi 

3 

d 

5 

6 

7 

S 

9 

riG26 .. 

Territory subject { 
to the Chief 

Court of Oudh. j 

(1925 .. 

6 

12 


6 


9 

*^29 

t9S 

6 

12 

*• 

5 


9 

128 

§96 


^ Includes 3 Judges, Small Cause Court, as Additional Subordinate Judges, 
t Do. 3 Small Cause Court Judges. 

I Do. 2 Judges, Small Cause Court, as Additional Subordinate Judges. 

§ Do. 2 Small Cause Court Judges. 

STATEMENT No. 26 -^ (Civil). 

Shelving the number of civil -cases decided and receipts and charges 
of the courts in the Province of Gudh, during ihe year 1926. 


Total number of cases decided. 


Name of province, 

Original. 

Appellate, 

1 Total 
receipts 
of the 
courts. 

Total 
charges 
of the 
courts. 


Miscel- 1 

P '■"".lar J 

Miscei- 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

i , . 

ri926 

Territory subject 
to the Chief - 
Court of Oudh. 

U925 

73,633 

86,599 

3,123 

i 

498 1 

i 

Bs, 

Ks. 

(u) 

4,305,053 

73,614 

S4,G42 

2,811 

G59 

(a) 

23.34,405 

(a) 

42,05,777 


(a) The figures contained in these columns relate to total receipts and charges of all 
tbe Civil, Criminal and Eevenue Courts of the Province. 

f Figures not ayailafole from the Deputy Chief Aecounting Officer, 
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STATEMENT No. 27-(C:vtL), 

SliO'WvYig the ^lu^TiheT and description of civil suits institiiterl hi the Civil Courts 
in the Province of Oudh, during the year 1926. 



Suits for 
money or 
moveable 
property. 

1 Title and other suits. 

I 

Glass of courts. 

% 

Suits for 
immovable 
property. 

Suits for 
specific 
relief. 

1 

Mortgage 

suits. 

Other suits 
not falling 
under any of 
the preced- 
ing heads. 

Total, 

1 

2 

' 3 

1 4 

5 

6 

7 

CoUUTS IN THE InTEEIOB. j 

Civil Courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

paid Sub-Divisional tribunals .. 

Small Cause Courts . . 

District Courts other than Chief 
Courts of districts. 

Chief Courts of districts 

CoUETS AT TEE PeeSIDENCY OE 
BEAT OF GOVEENMENT, 

Superior court 

8,75'« 

4,845 

48,384 

361 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

¥,744 

**252 

10 

”691 

”l21 

ft • 

1,891 

“382 

-• 

1 

"*1,678 

452 

18 

11 

8,756 

11,819 

43,334 

1,568 

19 

( 1926 

Total * . < 

C 1925 

C2,347 

3,006 

812 

2,274 

2,159 

70,593 

64,636 

3,278 

698 

2,517 

2,112 

1 

73,291 


^Includes three immovable property suits two of which relate to the year 1924 and one to the 
year 1925, which were included against “ District Courts other than Chief Courts of districts” tn 
statement no. 27 of those years. 


M 

STATEMENT No. 28 -(Civil), 

Showing the number and value of suits instituted in Civil Courts in the Province 

of Oudh, during the year 1926. 


Number of suits institutecL 


Class of courts. 

Value not ex- 
ceeding Rs. 10. 

Value Rs. 10 to 
Rs. 60. 

Value Rs. 50 to j 
Rs. 100. 

Value Rs. 100 
to Rs. 500. 

o 

§g 

. o 

CO w 

CO 

'i o 

C3 43 

o . 

O 

Cd CO 
<E Ph 

.a o 

C3 4^ 

> 

Value above 

Rs. 6,000. 

Number of suits 
the value of 
which cannot 
be estimated 
in money. 

Total number 
of suits ins- 
tituted. 

Total value 
of suits. 

1 

2 

3 _ 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

IX 

COUETB IN THE INTEEIOR. 










Rs, 

Civil Cotirts. 











Unpaid tribunals 

621 

4,124 

2,441 

1,570 

. . 


, , 

. . 

8,750 

4,97,067 

Paid Sub-Divisional 

4G4 

1,944 

1,779 

4,291 

2,148 

1,215 

, , 

8 

11,849 

43,65,566 

tribunals. 











Small Cause Courts 

4,318 

19,376 

12,756 

11,934 

• ♦ 

, . 

, , 

. . 

48,384 

36,99,219 

District Courts other 


12 

14 

29 

18 

916 

576 

3 

1,568 

1,65,23,623 

than Chief Courts of 











di^.tricts. 











Chief Courts of districts 

* 

1 

.. 

- 

3 

2 

1 

12 

19 

16,117 

Courts at the Presidency 











OR SEAT OF Government. 











Superior Court 

•• 

! .. 

•• 

*• 


.. 

14 

8 

'^22 

6,60,01,734 

C1923 .. 

T’Afol 3 

5,403 

25,457 

16,990 

17,824 

2,169 

2,133 

591 

31 

70,593 

9,11,03,231 

A oral • « < 

(1925 .. 

5,f85 

26,057 

18,584 

18,180 

2,287 

i 

2,001 

585 

[ 

: 

73,291 

1 

3,20,00,923 

1 


^Includes one suit valued at Ks. 15,00,000 which was included in the statement no. 33 for tho 
year 1925 and two suits (one valued at Rs. 22,00,000 and another valued at Rs. 25,00,000) which wore 
included in statement no. 23 for the year 1924, against “ District Courts other than Chief Courts oi 
districts.’; These were received by transfer In this court in 1926. 

3 
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STATEMENT No. 29-”(Cn7iL). 

Siiowing the aeverd re^nM of tJie trial of civU casss^ in thecouris^cv.gin:.. 
^ jttrisdiciion in the Provmce of OuaSi, aurivg tusyeai *2^u- 

Essaiar suits. 


i 

1 

Glass of courts. 

a 

q 

m 

-+a 

'2 

zn 

a-i 

O 

C2 zn 

rQ ^ 

as 

a o 
fl o 
n ® 

C3 rj 

O 

E-i 

Number of suits 
t 

disposed of (escluding 
rausfers.) 

With contost. [ J | 

1 ■:§ 

CD 

•-W 

O 

a 

za 

o 

'o 

o 

Cj 

too 

fl 

o 

pj 

w 

-t= 

§ 

.+3 

Without contest. 

1 

o 

pi -fi 

M 

h-S 

Judgment fof 
defendant. 

» 1 

1 1 

0 

w I 

a , j 

1 g i 

1 

o 1 

— 

1 

1 

1 

2 

3 

A. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

COUBTS IN TNE INTERIOR* 




i 

j 




Civtl Courts* 








UnpaJcl tribunals 

10,949 

2,449 

5,617 

S47 

337 

20 

1,673 

Paid Sub-divisional tribunals 

15,445 

1,021 

5,630 

3,100 

I, -105 

325 

3,134 

Sniall Cause Courts 

56,748 1 

8,102 

34, GOO 

0,033 

2,113 

259 

0,594 

District Courts other than Chief ! 

2,490 ’ 

100 

705 

693 

226 

72 

« C',;4 

j 

Courts of districts. 








Chief Courts of districts . . 

31 

5 

10 

' 4 : 

8 

! - 

i (T) 

i 

Courts at the presidency or 



. 



1 

j 

SEAT OR Government, 






1 

i 

Superior Court 

27 

•• 

5 

o 

£i 

1 

1 « 

i. la 

f 

fl92G 

85,690 

12,327 

46,626 

9,802 

4,101 

1 

087 

1 12,057 

1 

1 





i 

( 



I 





j 


j 

1 

11925 

66,759 

13,223 

45,G75 

1 

10,050 

S,94C 

720 

j 1S,145 
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STATEMENT No. S0~(Gi?iL)« 

Sho'ioUic; the ijcrt^rai resiiU of the trial of civil cases i% the courts of original 
'^^iriealction i:i ike z^rovince cf Ondh, clurir.g the year 1926. 

ITiEcallaneoiis cases. 




o 

w 

s 

o 

Number of causes disposed of (esciudirg 

transrers). | 

« 

o 

iA5 



o 

.a 



V7hh ecatesto ! 

^ 1 

.45 I 

o 

« 

G 



O 

- .1 

<D cn 
-a 

,Ci ^ 

gi 

c-H O 

ri 

EH 

o 

•p 

c5 

f4 

o 

o 

•Vi 

o 

A3 

-1-^ 

o 

o'-S 

a -5 

■cCA4 

H-t. 

42 

g 

!7;j; 

O 

BS, 

is 

o 1 

s 

Pi 

o 

a 

O Pi 
?-< o 

n 45 

C 

c 

G 

ct. 

cia 

.S w 
? P 

a 


2 

3 

4 

■ 

6 

6 

- 

7 

8 

G>:.U'^iTs 7c:c i 

KTEBTCrv, 








O^oil covy> 



1 

: 






■D'ripaid ijribunrJs 


729 

idO 

0 

826 

ICO 

4c 

i 

119 

Paid divisional tribnuaiS 

7,400 

1,S09 

3,462 

1,037 

987 

22 

673 

Small Oatiss CotirijS 


5,927 

1,491 

2,279 

031 

629 

16 

1 651 

Di!;trlct Oourt-s other than Qliict Courts 
Ox districts. 

3,211 

5C3 

1,407 

403 

345 

£ 

i 

: 409 

Chief Courts of districts 


1,318 

244 

3SS 

2C8 

153 

1 ! 

I 229 

OCUUSIS AT THE EEESIDEFCT OB SEAT 

OF GoVEBBIilENT, 

1 

i 

i 





F 

Superior Court .. 


5 

! 

1 

1 

‘ 2 

1 


- 

1 2 

Total 

1S2G 

i 

i 

1S,G75 

s.es7 

i 7,954 

2,802 

2,107 

42 

2,033 

ae25 

18,801 

8,605 

8,128 

2,300 

1,365 

51 

2,240 
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STATEMENT No, 81— (Civil). 

Showing the biiainess of Civil Appellate Courts in the Province 
of Oudh, during the year 1926. 

Appeals froia decrees. 


-n. _ . . 


ax 


Appeals from decrees.. 




P» 









. 

Appeals disposed of (excluding 

0 

ax. 



c B 


transfers) 




Class of couxts* 


W o 
^ o 






0 

J p 4 



rj -^3 

. 03 

>0! 0 

vd 

fd 

0 

0 

fd 

a 

c<:i 

4-4 

p 

0 


-iO 0 
c 3 r-^c 



32 

r-l ^ 

J‘§ 

O 

SI) ^ 

'3-^-S 

P! 0 ^ 

0 

cn 

0 

d 

a 3 

CD 

bD 03 

.3 ^ 

0 ^ 



H 

« 

0 


Pd 


in, 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

OOUP.XS IN THE INTERI03. 








Appeals fpoh opjgikae decbees. 








A. — Cicil Courts. 








District Appellate Courts 

other than 

2,044 

51 

1,017 

227 

333 

56 

350 

Chief Courts of districts. 








Chief Appellate Courts of districts 

*^50 

21 

243 

77 

59 

12 

233 

Total 

2,694 

72 

1,265 

304 

392 

68 

: 593 

OOPBLS AL THE PBBBIDENOY OR SEAT 








OF Goyerehent. 







! 

^ . f Appeals from original decrees 

353 

23 

147 

28 

31 

.. 

124 

1 § ! 
o > ^ 









S £ Appeals from appellate decrees 

957 

24 

606 

29 

116 

13 

164 

0‘S 1 









Total 

1,310 

j 

47 

1 

1 

753 

57 

147 

la 

283 


ri926 

4,004 

119 

2,018 

S 61 

539 

86 

881 

Grand Total . . 

- 









.1925 

4,313 

130 

1,736 

328 

550 

67 

1,502 
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STATEMENT No. 32— (Civil). 

Showing the business of Civil Appellate Courts in the Province 
ofOudh, during the year 1926. 

Miscellaneous Appeals. 




Total 

number 

Appeals disposed of (excluding transfers). 

Pending 

Class of courts. 

* 

of 

appeals 

before 

the 

courts. 

Dis- 
missed 
or not 
p?»ose- 
cuted. 

Con- 

firmed. 

Modi- 

fied. 

Re- 

versed. 

Re- 

manded. 

at the 
close of 
the 
year. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

^ 

COURTS IN THE 
INTERIOR. 








Appeals prom original 

DECREES, 



1 





A. 

— Civil Courts, 








District Appellate Courts 
other than Chief Courts 
of districts. 

188 

13 

89 

9 

1 

I 

27 

8 

42 

Chief Appellate Courts of 
districts, 

119 

1 

10 

61 

3 

13 

8 

' 29 


Total 

807 

23 

150 

12 

40 

11 

1 71 

Courts at the Presi- 
dency OR SEAT OP 
Government. 








6 

o 

0 

g 

f Appeals from ori- 
ginal decrees 

(Civil). 

119 

T 

57 

4 

13 

17 

21 

1A| 

«+H ! 

t, i 

0 
o 

O 

O 

’,3 

o 

Appeals from ap- 
1 pollate decrees 
(Civil). 

Applications for re- 
vision under sec- 
tion 115, Act V 
. of 1003. 

32 

U1 

1 

2 

18 

113 

3 

4 

^ 14 

4 

5 

5 

I 4 

1 

i 


Total 

292 

10 

183 

7 

31 

; 26 

; 30 


fl926 

1 

599 

33 

333 

19 

71 

37 

101 










11925 .. 

CD 

liD 

35 

1 ' 

439 

44 

119 

1 

23 

1 

1 

123 
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IMPERIAL RETURS 


Chewing the result of 'proceedings on applications for ercesv/Aon oj 


Class of ooiu-ts. 


1 


Oousis IK THE 
Ilj^TEEIOE, 


Civil Courls. 
Unpaid tribunals . , 


Paid Sub ^Divisional 
tribunals. 


Small Cause Courts 


District Courts other 
than Chief Courts 
- of districts. 


Chief Courts of dis- 
tricts . 

OOUHTS AT THE PUESI- 
PSUCY Oa SEAT OH 

Goyeeumeet, 
Superior Court 


1926 .. 


} 

I 1925 .. 


S 4 

_o 

’42 

P 

o 

o 

Q 

O 

< 0 M 

^ ui 

.2 h 
o 

o « 

ro' ^ 

cT o 

w 

"c <2 

*— <3 

2 P 
^ o 

P 3 o 

—t 

c 3 C+-, 

•s 

B 

Applications disposed of— 

Pending at the close of the year. 

a 

c 3 

-+= 

0 u 
^ cs 

a ^ 

CD 

9 ^ 

a 

& 

m 0 
!=! O 

a -p 

CJ 

'Yl 

C .-1 0 

Sa 

0 cl) 
riD CD 

Amount realised. 

— 

(D 

m 

a 

ciJ 

w 

PO 

Satisfaction obtained in full. 

c 3 

PC 3 

CD 

-i-S 

o 

_o 

- 1 ^ 

o 

a 

'"to 

ci 

-A 

r 

zA 

o 

0 

o 

s 

^-1 

.2 

"o 

m 

zn 

0 

0 

p 

& 

'"cD 

0 

02 

m 

CD 

riS 

1 

ro 

m 

CD 

0 

p 

Pm 

0 

g 

bU 

0 

rAj 

c 

B 

0 

C> 

2 

3 

4 

r 

6 

7 

s • 

9 

10 








Es. 

Es. 










1,192 

5 

69 

52 

816 

2:0 

57 

3,170 

3,032 

20 , OSS 

1,054 

5,289 

2,970 

12,165 

4,030 

1,334 

7 , 08,932 

65,092 

50,736 

2,010 

4,778 

6,753 

29,563 

7,129 

810 

4 , 01,525 

20,308 

5,046 

465 

1,000 

078 

^ 1,727 

1,116 

582 

21 , 30,702 

00,282 

111 

3 

37 

8 

52 

11 

10 

0,412 

100 

1 

.. ! 

- 

- 

# • 

1 

1 

« 0 

-• 

83 . 17 i 

4,037 

11,183 

10,461 

44,326 

18,167 

2,794 

S 8 ,SG,S 10 ’ 

1 , 44,924 

80,633 

4,356 

11,383 

10,532 

42,247 

12,121 

2,537 

26 , 10,743 

1 , 33,838 


Total 
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No. XI— (CrviL), 

decrees of Civil Courts in, the Province of OudJi, during ths yeojf 1926 . 


Number of applications. 


m 

w 

o 

CD 

•4> 

d 

o 

a 

^0 

173 

V. 

43 CD 

P 

rj i» 

ft 

^ g 

d 

O 

On wliicli ho was arrested but sub- 
sequently released without impri- 
sonment. 

On which move- 
able property — 

On which immoveable 

property — 

On which 
possession 
was givon. 

t/i 

c3 

CD 

0 

P 

1 
w 

CD 

ft 

o 

cP 

*3 

CD 

ft 

Ul 

o o 

f o 

M-l 

d 

P 

O 

e 

o 

o 

ep 

CD 

zn 

c3 

P 

43 

' 14 

4= 

M ' 

c3 

aP 

o 

ft 

p 

O 

%t m 

2 P 

6 s 

o d 

fft *0 
o o 

o ^ 
ft -p 

Q ITS 

g g 

4 ft 

o o 
'A ft 

p 

CD P 

ft^ft 
.o ^ 

ft CD 
t> cn 

5'S 

c 

Was sold. 

Was sold but subsequently 
released. 

lYdS sold. 

O ftp 

i-i .2 

^ CO-^ 
c: § 

y S 

P g 

^ • 
-P CO § 

^ GO CO g 

CD iH 

43 'P CD 43 

fp ^ ^ 

^ 

Was attached but subsequ- 
ently released under Order 
XXi, rule 55, Act V of 1903. 

Of moveables. 

CD 

"51 

CD 

I> 

o 

s. 

B 

o 

11 

12 

13 

11 

15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

» * 

11 

25 

1G7 

4 


1 





o 

v 

23 

60 

677 

8,564 

630 

176 

673 

2 

1,323 

21 

2 

4,784 

50 

188 

1,509 

9,013 

1 

** 

•• 


*• 

- 

: 

9,418 

3 

11 

P3 

360 

136 

i 

' 69 

1 

[ 

177 

7 

474 

1 


1,088 

j 

9 '' 


2 

6 


1 

•* 


1 


j 

.. 

33 

9 » 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 


•* 

•• 

•• 

- 

76 

220 

2,311 

13,140 

821 

245 

851 

9 

2,283 

22 

9 

16,329 

57 

171 

2,607 

12,847 

771 

318 

886 

6 

2,275 

S 

4 

15,852 
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IMPERIAL RETURN No. XII— (Civil.) 


Proceedmqs in imolvenct/ under Act 7 of 1920 in the districts of the Province of 
Oudh during the year IQW, showing the number and result of apphcaHons for 
declaration of insolvency and the number of insolvents before the courts. 


Class of courts. 

Applications for a declaration of insolvency. 

Plumber of insolvents discharged 
during the year under section 41. 

Number of insolvents’ estates in 
the hands o{ receivers in which 
proceedings were finally .slosed 

1 during the year. 

Amount of 
creditors’ 
claims dealt 
with during 
the year. 

Gross amount 
of insolvents’ , 
assets realized 
and disbursed. 

c2 

CU 

c2 

*0 

o 

a 

« a 

!h 

o 

EH 

> 

3 

u 

a o 
w 

Q O 

"o ^ 

3 cS 

)U 

■33 

’n .15 

o , 
11 

Granted. 

Eejected. 

CD 

rSA 

4= 

*0 

o 

cfl 

rS 

a 

4= 

43 

c6 

tiD 

s ^ 

P4 

a 

.a 

‘S 

.a 

o 

> ^ 
'o a 
o o 

M P-i 

< 

•oD 

a 

*S 

rO 

+3 

o 

cu 

CD 

'P' 

3 ’o 

O 

^ c2 

Penal proceedings 

under section 69 
not being taken. 

Sentence of imprison- 
ment being passed 
under section G9. 

Applicants being sent 
to magistrates to 
bo dealt with. ’ 

rd 

CD 

43 

1 

rc3 

<3 

CD 

cd 

02 

cS 

m 

© 

43 

.2 

d 

« ^ 

'Aft c3 

09 ^ 

P5 

0 
d? 

43 

CtO 

.s 

P4 

3 

nd 

rd 

© 

m 

1 “ 
ft 

1 

2 

3 

4= 

6 

6 

7 

8 . 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 












Rs. 

Bs. 

Bsi 

Rs. 

fl926 

506 

69 

142 

107 I 

60 

1 

• • 

127 

53 

59 

148,396 

14,640 

18,640 

15,432 

Chief Courts! 















of districts. { 















[l925 

432 

67 

132 

108 

22 

• e 

•• 

103 

33 

26 

1,88,228 

|24,050 

2,42,034 

2,41,070 
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Statement showing appeals preferred to the Ohief Ooitrt of Oudh, during 
the calendar year ending December Si, 19^6, \mder Workmen^ s Com- 
pensation Act, 1923 {Act VIII of 1923), asreqnired by G. 0, no. 1553/ 
ZF//i— 436; {Industries Department), dated August 25, 1924'. 


Total number 
of appeals 
before the Chief 
Court of 
Oudh. 

^ Appeals disposed of (excluding transfers). 

Pending at the 
close of the 
year. 

Dismissed 
or not pro- 
secuted. 

Confirmed. 

Modified. 

Keversed. 

Remanded. 

Nil. 

Nil 

mi. 

[ 

Nil 

Nil. 

Nil. 

\ 

i 

Nil, 


Statement showing references made to the Chief Court of Oudh^ under 
Y/orkmen^s Compensation Act, 1923 {Act VIII o/ 1923), during the 
calendar year ending December 31, 1926, as required by G. 0. no, 
IdoSjXVill — 436 (Industries Department), dated August 25, 1924. 


Kumber of references 
pending from last 
year. 

1 

Number of 
references made, i 

Number decided. 

Number of 
references pending 
at the 
ciose of the 
year. 

j Allowed. 

Disallowed, 

Nil 

Nil 

1 

- 

1 

i 

Nil 

» ; 

i 

Nil 

Nil 


4 
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VILLAGE MUNSIFS’ ANNUAL 

Showiiig the general result of the trial of suits 

the year 




Kumber of suits before 
the court. 

- 


r 

Number of 





t-H 

CO 


Without trial. 


Districts* 

1 

m 

o 

O 

*0 

<D 

s 

a 

5-1 

c3 

O 

P~i 

-P) 

CO 

s 

O 

•4-1 

w 

.3 

P 

o 

r 

<t3 

o 

4= 

'•+= 

to 

P 

V- i 

3 

ce 

0 

CO 

m 

1 

o 

o 

ca 

5-1 

O 
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RETURN No. 1. 

in the courts of Village Mnnsijs in the Province of Oudh, during 
1926 . 


suits disposed of. 






Total of columns 8 to 17, i.e. , disposed 
of (omitting ttansfers). 
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VILLAGE BIUNSIFS’ ANNUAL RETURN No. IT. 

ijhoivinp the number and desoription of suits instituted in the courts 
of Y'iltaQG filimsifs in the Province of Oud/ij diiviny the year 
192G. 
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VILLAGE MUNSIFS’ ANNUAL RETURN No. HI. 

Shelving the number and value of suits instituted in the courts of 
Village Munsifs in the Province of Oudh, during the year 1926. 
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Beturn showing the result of applications for revision imAersecHon 
VS Villaqe Courts Act, 1892 {United ProvincesAct JJJ 0 / 18J-), 
in the courts of the District Judges of the Province of Oudh, during 
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iNote on the Administration oi i^nniiiiat Justice during 
the calendar year 1927. 


The total of sessions divisions remained the same, 19, as 

in the previous year. But the number of posts of additional sessions 
judges (having the powers of a subordinate judge) was increased from 
two" to three with effect from March 1 and from three to four with 
effect from April 1. ^ 

In addition to the permanent courts of additional sessions judges, 
temporary additional sessions judges and sessions and subordinate 
judges worked at the following places during the year for the periods 
indicated against each : — 

Additional district and sessions judges, 

Aora— January 3 to April 11 and again from December 1 to 
31. 

Allahabad — February 8 to May 7. 

Cawnpore— January 3 to March 8 and again from October 17 to 
December 31. 

Gorakhpur— January 3 to September 15 and again from September 
21 to December 31. 

Kuinaun— One for the v/hole year. 

Sessions and subordinate judges, 

Ghazipur — June 27 to December 23. 

Etawah — January 16 to April 30 and again from June 27 to 
September 11. 

Moradabad— January 3 to April 9 and again from October 17 to 
December 24. 

Bijnor— December 4 to 31. 

Pilibhit— September 14 to December 31. 

Saharanpur— One for the whole year, the second from January 6 
to March 9, and the third from Isovember 23 to December 
31. 

2. There was a decrease of 3,401 in the total number of obences 
reported under the Indian Penal Code, including those pending rrom 
the previous year, from 112,777 to 109,376, and in cases reported as 
true from 78,142 to 75,457. The number of cases brought GoJ:u‘ial leli 
from 69,363 to 66,309, and of persons under trial from 1 / 9,696 to 
176,072. 

Offences against the State and Public Tranquillity. — The number 
of offences against the State decreased by 6 to 3, wdiile the ninnber of 
cases against the public tranquillity rose from 1,7 11 to 1,883, Distuib- 
ances of the public tranquillity in the district of Etah the numbei 
rose from 60 to 81— were due to disputes over fields, etc., enmitiy 
betwmen the parties and other .agrarian trouble. In Muttra thcK- 
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was no case of communal tension resulting in an outbreak of violence, 
but the district magistrate says There is undoubtedly a growing 
tendency for the sturdy peasant of the countryside to resort to the 
latM for the disposal of petty disputes, and the result has been a 
regrettable increase in the number of agrarian riots/’ In Ghazipur 
communal tension resulted in t\vo serious riots at Bahadurganj. 

Contempts of the lawful authority of public servants.— Cases of 
contempts of the lav/ful authority of public servants decreased by 539 
to 1,739, the lowest figure recorded since the year 1916. In Shah- 
jahanpur there was a marked falling off in rhe offences reported, from 
216 to 89, partly due to the deterrent effect of the large number of 
prosecutions instituted in the preceLyng year and partly to the recent 
ruling of the High Court that failure to appear in response to a 
citation issued under section 147 of the Land Revenue Act is not an 
offence under section 174 of the Indian Penal Code. In Saharanpiir, 
however, such prosecutions continued. 

False evidence, etc. —The number of cases of false evidence and 
offences against public justice, of offences affecting the public health, 
safety, convenience, decency and morals also decreased. 

Hurt, - The number of cases of hurt brought to trial fell by 1,273 
to 24,161, or nearly 2,300 less than in 1925, while also fewer persons 
were involved. But the number of persons who were convicted rose 
by 274, testifying to the care and discrimination exercised by courts 
in the admission of complaints. In one district, Benares, the fall is 
attributed to the larger institutions before panchayats. 

Life,— There was a negligible increase in the number of such cases, 
but the number of persons involved decreased by 181 to 2,567. The 
number of acquittals, convictions and persons remaining under trial dec- 
reased, respectively, by 105, 36 and 37. In Muzaffarnagar there was 
a startling increase in murder cases. But as remarked by the district 
magistrate increases and decreases are largely fortuitous : only in 
very rare cases can murder be anticipated and preventive measures 
taken.” In Ballia the figure rose from 13 to 31 when “ not a few of 
these murders were committed in connection with riots and a great num- 
ber thereof by spears. Only one — and it was of a most petty nature — 
could be ascribed to communal causes.” In Budaun the increase 
from 42 to 57 is ascribed to the light-hearted but heavy handed use 
of the lathi which is so prevalent in this district,” In Bareilly the 
increase from 31 to 41 was clue to the unfortunate communal distur- 
bances in the city in July, August and September. In Shahjahanpur 
the figure fell from 76 to 48. 

Kidnapping. — Kidnapping— that lucrative form of business — still 
flourishes. Out of 1,653 persons brought to trial only 580 were con- 
victed. This does not appear to be due to false imosecutions, but to 
the ignorance of the prosecuting agency of the law on the subject. 
The actual abductors have inmost cases been punished, but it will take 
years before the prosecuting agency learns that abduction is not a 
continuing offence , magistrates have just begun to realise this. Many 
persons — who helped the abductor after the offence of abduction was 
complete and against whom there wuas no evidence of having confined 
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the girl — werc prosecuted through ignorance of laAv and acquitted or 
discharged. The increase in Muzaharnagar is attributed to the strict 
enforcement of the new legislation concerning the procuration of 
women. This offence is also rife in Bijnor Avhere girls of the depressed 
classes are deported to the Punjab where vroinen are scarce. In Farm- 
khabad the figure rose from IS to 36, while Basti reports that the 
crime is very prevalent among the lower classes ; ” probably guls of the 
lower classes are passed off as those of the higher classes. Ghazipur also 
reports an increase from 13 to 20. In the last report the amendment 
of section 366A of the Indian Penal Code was suggested as a means 
of checking this form of crime. The Court believes that unless the 
action of a i^erson, who renders help to the abductor in the disposal of 
the girl after 'abduction, is rendered criminal, adequate security will 
not be afiorded to the public. 

Theft. — Theft cases brought to trial were less by 346 and stood at 
7,778. The number of persons involved rose by 278, but the number 
of convictions decreased by 287. 


Robbery and dacoity. — The success of the special measures taken 
to reduce this class of urime can be gauged from the following 
figures : — 


— 

Cases. 

Persons 

concerned. 

1 

Convicted. 

Remaining 
under trial. 

1925 

, . 

. . 


304 

4,128 

1,512 

500 

1920 

. . 

. . 

.. 

74G 

3,222 

1,131 

429 

1927 


- 

•• 

631 

3,643 1 

1,009 

925 


The figures quoted show a surprising increase in the number of 
prisoners remaining under trial in the year under report. This is not 
due to an inciease in the number of fresh offences and of i^ersons 
concerned in those ofi’onces. It is due to delay in the commencement 
of inquiry by the magistrate. The matter has been the subject of 
recent comment by the High Court in the Saharanpur gang case’ll It 
was observed in that case that the delay was due to the procedure 
adopted in special dacoity cases, as a result of which large numbers of 
men were kept in jail for a ]ong period prior to inquiry. It is hoped 
that the Local Government will take elective steps to remedy this 
state of affairs. ♦ 

Genuine crime undo]’ this head has now sunk to a very low ebb ” 
in Bareilly, thanks to the persistent efforts of the police.” Twenty- 
two districts report decreases in the number of cases. In Etah the 
increase is attributed by the district magistrato mainly to insufficient 
action under section 110 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. Benares 
where dacoity was practically unknown, reported six cases. In Jaunpnr, 
of 41 cases reported 30 were dismissed under section 203 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure as they were mostly petty cases relating to 
thefts of crops exaggerated into serious crime. A gang of 55 dacoits 
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which had l 3 een extending its ojjeraiions over the Debra Dun, 
Saharanpnr, Bijiior and Muzaharnagar districts in this piovmce and 
Amritsar and Lahore in the Punjab was rounded np and brought to 
trial at Dehra Dun where the trial lasted 8 months. In Allahabad 
there are some important dacoity cases still under trial. 

Criminal force and assault.— There was a noticeable decrease 
from to •^,192 in the number of cases brought to trial. The 

number of persons under trial and of those conviched fell respectively 
by 1,569 and 53. In Benares the decrease is said to be due to larger 
institutions before pavchnyats and to cases of petty nature being 
intercepted locally before they could come to headquarters. 

Fraudulent deeds and dispositions of property. — There was a 
noticeable increase in the nuruber of cases brought to trial from 313 
to 544. The number of persons involved and the number couvicted 
rose respectively from 1,007 to 1,611, and from 171 to 242. In 
Saharanpur the district magistrate says that the increases were due 
to embittered feelings between the landlords and the tenants. 

Offences against the person.— There was a marked decrease of 
2,161 in the number of ohences reported against the person including 
those pending from the previous year, a decrease shared by nearly 
two-thirds of the districts in the province. The most marked foils 
were in the districts of Jaunpur, Aligarh and Gawnpore, while the 
district of Basti reported an increase of 279 and Muzaffarnagar and 
Bijnor 114 each. The district magistrates of Basti and LIuzaharnagar 
attribute the increase to the continual tension between landlords 
and tenants since the passing of the Agra Tenancy Act of 1926 
with resultant squabbles over ]3roperty. In Shahjahanpur the 
all-round decrease in crime is attributed to the special efforts that 
the police have been making during recent years to stamp out 
crime and also to better agricultural conditions. 

Offences against property. — The number of offences against pro- 
perty this year decreased by 564 to 37,233. Here, again, the decrease 
was shared by nearly two-thirds of the districts in the province, the 
greatest decrease being in Cawniporc, 273. But Basti, wdiich also 
reported the highest number of cases against the person, showed 264 
more cases against property thon in the j^receding year, and the reason 
assigned is the strained relations between landlords and tenants 
caused by the Agra Tenancy Act. It is, however, ahvays not wise to 
draw" hasty conclusions. Y/hy this cause should exist in some districts 
and not iif others is not explained. Possibly, the Agra Tenancy Act, 
being new", any abnormal rise in crime is put dowm to it, when search 
is made for a cause for such a rise. The next highest increase is that 
at Bulandshahr, 205. The increase in Muzaffarnagar from 1,338 to 1,427 
is reported to be due to the poorness of the season’s crops. 

Local and Special Laws. — Commenting on the figures ixnder this 
head last year the Court expressed the oqjinion that the progressive 
increases during the last five years seemed to indicate the greater 
energy and keenness of the police and local governing bodies rather 
than an actual increase in the number of offenders. The total number 
of offences reported, including those pending from the previous year, 
w"liich had risen by over 7,000 in 1926, showed an abnormal rise again^ 
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this time bj^- over 10,000, and stood at 104,118. The total number of 
cases broiig'ht to trial increased by 9,918 to 88,551, and of convictions 
by 7,540 to" 90,230. These are abnormal figures, but with the excep- 
tion of an increase under the Motor Act (709), which is also due to 
a larger number oi persons to lung to t’le road, tiie Court sees no reason 
to alter the oxhnion cxpressC'‘l in 1D2G as to the causes of the increase 
which mainly fell under the rliinieipalities Act, P^ilice District Act and 
Cantonments Act. The coiivictious luider tiiese heads rose respectively 
by 2,766, 1,127 and !,9D7. In Moradabad the Municipal Board took 
action aUvcnt compulsory educath)-. and this accounted for the increase 
in that district. Under tim Hadvmys Act th.e number of convictions fell 
by 738, whereas the increase uncier this head last year was 2,303. 

It is hoped tiiat magistrates will pay greater attention than they 
have done so far to the conduct and trial of cases under the Motor 
Vehicles Act, which have increased so enormously. A Bench of this 
Court has indicated the proper method for the prosecution of cases 
under the Act and, no doubt, the directions (a) Vvill be complied with. 

Offences under tlic Aians xVet decreased by 38 and convictions by 20. 
Under the Canals Drainage and Embankments Act the number of cases 
brought to trial decreased, but the number of convictions increased by 
57. Cattle trespass cases slmwcd a decrease all-round. The number 
of persons prosecuted under the Criminal Tribes Act decreased by 63. 
Prosecutions under the Excise Act increased. Under the Forest Act 
the number of cases brouglit to trial and of those convicted fell by 351 
and 405 resx)ectivcly. There vens greater activity under the Gambling 
Act and the number of convictions increased by over 900. The 
energy displayed by the police in the previous year under the 
Hackney and Stage Carriages Act wms not maintained, the number of 
cases brought to trial foiling by 234 and the convictions bj- 93. But, 
on the other hand, there is a slight increase in the number of prosecu- 
tions and convictions for cruelty to animals of 60 and 92 respectively. 
Jhansi reports the fonmition of a society for the purpose, which was 
responsible for a considerable number of prosecutions. Offences under 
the Stamp Act increased by 119, and 85 more persons were convicted, 
the total being 742. The returns under the Workman s Breach of Con- 
tract Act showed a continued fall in the number of cases brought to 
trial and of convictions, the rcduciions being respectively from 160 to 
47 and from 54 to 33. Under Die Town Areas Act the number of cases 
increased by 49, but the number of persons brought to trial decreased 
by 143 and the number of convictions by 223. But greater activity 
was displayed than last year under the Sanitation Act and* Notified 
Area Act, the rise being resi^octively 300 and 200 in cases and 406 
and 398 in convictions. 


3. In courts of magistrates the number of persons convicted per 
cent, of those wdiose cases \vcre disposed of v/as 44, as comx:)arGd with 
42 in the previous year. In courts of sessions ib wars 61 or 2 points 
lower than in 1926. In sessions courts the highest percentages of 
convictions were 83 in Delira Dun, 81 in Budaun, 78 each in Agra and 
Farrukhabad. The highest percontages of convictions in magisterial 
courts were those at Cawnpore 75, Allahabad 65, Muttra 61 and Benares 
60. These headed the list last year, the figures being respectively 68, 


Table A. 
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65, 56 and 59. Basti for the fourcli year in sneecsision has shown the 
'lowest percentage, 17, and Azamgarh next with 18. _ The causes for 
such a larnentrihle state of things, giving evidence either of ialse or 
slack prosecution, have not been disclosed in the annual district 
reports. Jaunpur which vied with Basti for three years for the lovrest 
rflace showed some signs of activity and increased its percentage by 4 
to 22. , ‘ . 

The above figures are worked out on the, returns of trials and 
convictions of offences not only under the Indian Penal Code, but also 
under local and special laws, and for the reasons given in the last 
report may possibly be considered misleading. If a true appreciation 
of the w^ork in megisteriai court.^_ is arrived at, by a study of the 
returns of the offences under the Indian Penal Code, the figures are 
equally startling, for it is seen that even where the percentage of 
dismissals is good, the percentage of convictions is very low as the 
followung statement will show : — 


District. 

PorccDtago-of 

dismissals. 

Percent:’ gc of 
convictions. 

i 

2 

3 

Jaunpui’ 






12 

IMirzapur 


. . 

. . 


1 43 

24 

Gorakhpur 

• . 

. . 

. . 

. . 

41 

13 

Boisti 

, . 

, , 

. . 


41 

I 11 

Budaun 



• • 

. . 

11 

28 
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Section 203 of the Oode of Criminal Procedure.— The percentage 
of cases dismissed under section 203 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
fell from 20, which is the normal figure, to 10. Plore Jaunpur and 
Basti are at the top of the list with 39 and 38 respectively. Then 
come Mirzapur with 33 and Muzaffarnagar vuth 31. Ca'wnpore reports 
the low figure of 3 as against 4 last year. The other districts report- 
ing low figures are Etawah 6, Naini Tal 7 and Pilibhit 8. The expla- 
nation comes from Etawah that the percentage of 29 reported last year 
was wrong because the figure included all cases decided without the 
attendance of the accused, for instance, wnthdrawals or dismissals in the 
complainant’s absence. To detect these mistakes the district 
magistrate has insisted on the submission of a monthly report on 
the subject from each magistrate, and the Court commends his 
action to the notice of other district magistrates. Lrdoed, this 
suggestiofi was made in the report for 1926. Gomj^arisons with 
misleading figures are of little use. The Court desires once again 
to draw the attention of magistrates to this most important part 
of their dut3u District magistrates should on every occasion impress 
on all their subordinates the fact that a magistrate who fails to 
apply the section with proper discretion helps to inflict undeserved 
trouble and expense upon many innocent f)oopie, when they are 
harassed by their enemies with false charges from motives of spite 
and ill-will, and is in fact allowing his court and its powers to 
be grossly misused. Last year the Court made the suggestion that 
the unpopular remedy of depriving lionorary magif^trates of the 
power to entertain complnints should be resorted t^, to secure better 
results in the detection or false complaints before action is taken. 
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There has been feeble response to this suggestion so far, and the 
Court hopes that district magistrates will adopt it more extensively 
wherever there is cause to suspect that honorary magistrates issue 
process automatically without a careful check. 

Section 250 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,-— The number of 
persons dealt with under section 250 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
increased -from 481 to 515, while the ara')unt of compensation exacted 
increased by Es. 2,575 to Rs. 16,829. In Gorakhpur the greatest use 
of this section Was made, 55 complainants having been fined. Basti 
came next with 38, and Allahabad followed with 32 as in the preceding 
year, when it stood first with that number. In Jaunpur the section 
was not resorted to at all, and enqiijiry by the Court revealed the fact 
that there were cases to which the section could have been applied. 
From Agra only 2 cases are reported. 

The Court last year reminded magistrates of the advantage of re- 
ducing useless litigation by systematic exaction of heavy fines from false 
and vexatious complainants, combined with a careful use of section 203. 
Reports of district magistrates under this head make disappointing 
reading. The district magistrate of Farrukhabad finds it difficult bo 
get magistrates to make use of the section. In Fatehpur only five courts 
resorted to the section. In Ballia 22 persons were fined in six courts. 
In Mirzapur the figure fell from 23 to 8, in Jhansi from 22 to 14. 
The magistrates of 11 courts in Oawnpore, however, seem to have 
realised their responsibilities, the figures showdng a rise of 16 to 26, 
and tlie amount levied from Rs. 364 to Rs. 2,871. In Saharanpur 
subordinate courts require constant pressure to use the section. The 
district magistrate has instituted a monthly statement showing how 
this section could have been used, and it is to be hoped that subordi- 
nate courts will benefit from these instructions. 

4. Including references under Chapter VIII of the Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure and cases pending from the previous year, the number 
of cases committed for trial to the courts of sessions increased by 39 
to 2,478 but the number of persons decreased from 6,709 to 6,661. 
In Moradabad the number of cases increased by 26, and the total 
number of persons committed rose from 365 to 578. In Saharanpur 
the number of cases decreased by 20, with a fall of 169 in the number 
of persons committed. Etah shows the greatest rise in the number of 
cases from 52 to 88, Aligarli comes next with 70 to 104, and then 
Mainpuri, 55 to S6. The decrease in' the number of cases was most 
noticeable in Farrukhabad, 110 to 77, and Meerut, 150 tb 126. In 
Budaun where the number of cases increased by 19, the number of 
persons concerned fell by 11 to 189. 

False evidence, etc, — The number of offences tried by these courts 
under Chapter XI of the Indian Penal Code rose from 41 to 57, with 
an almost identical increase in the number of persons involved. Cases 
of ofiencGs relating to coinage numbered 15 as against 5 last year, but 
the number of persons on trial rose only by 1 to 22. Meerut and 
Cawnpore are the only districts in which the offence was committed 
last year, the figures being respectively 1 as against 2, and 2 as 
against 1. 
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Life. — The number of cases and of persons committed on charges 
of ohenees affecting life, rchich had steadily been rising since 1923, has 
sho^^m a slight tcndeiicy to drop, the figures beir.-g' :''espe'his'ely from 711 
to 702, and from 1,086 to 1,833. Individually ^cgra coiii^ributed most 
to the general red m:tl on with 13 cases as against 28 last year, Farriikh- 
abad comes next \vdth 25 as ogpsinst 38, then Shahjahaiipur 55 as 
against G5, and Allali'doad 11 as against 50. Fifteen districts reported 
fewer oases. On tlm other hand, Dehra Dun, which Irid none last year, 
reported 2 cases . vdhile the otijcr districts responsible for increased 
activities were Btidaun from 27 to 41, Bareilly from 21 to 31 due to 
communal ri^ds in tlie ciLv, Baliia fiom 8 to 18 and Bulandshahr from 
11 to 20. 

Hurt, - Thors was a marked rise in the number of cases of hurt 
from 86 to 142, a: d the number of accused rose be 157 to 624, 

m idna.pping'. — There was an increase in the number of cases of kid- 
nap] ing from i58 to 292, biUi Banda eirjov ed tlic uni' i cm position of 
reaporiung itsekf free from this oi line in tlie year under re|)ort. The 
adj hnieg district Kamirpiir reported only one case, and so did 
PiiiLtjit and Jalaun. 

A'^bbery and dacoity. - On acc-imit of the special measares iindcr- 
fcalcmi to roauoG r .'b'm--’e acad da ‘Oitv, there hau been a ] 3 cogres"dve dec- 
line in this forni o- crime since 18x05, tlio figures bei'ig of cases from 
3D;J to 349, and of j'orsons from i 850 To 17D8. In Biin-ir the figures 
oi cases ami of persons decreased iroui 8 to 5 and from 61 bo 39 
respcctivdy. • in Etawali the mimber of cases fell from 21 to 9. In 
Jalaun the number of cases ircse from 3 to 16, and in Allahabad 
there was a rise in the mimlo-r of persons fi’om 24 to 79, In Agra 
the arrest of large numbers of Ka^dars in Dholpur State by the special 
dacoit'V police accounted for the fail from 22 to i2 in the number of 
cases. In this district an additional sessions judge Avas sanctioned 
lor tne purpose ;U disposing cd‘ a gang robbery case. There has been 
great delay m bringing the accused to trial, and a large number of 
them l-aye been in jail since Ida/, 1926. It is desirable that the case 
be S(;on brought to triad. 

Pape, etc — The figures under rape, receiving of stolen property 
ami mischief are larger, whilst those under theft, cheating and crimi- 
nal trespass show a decline. 

5, I: r event hm sections — 

idection 107 of the Code of Orimina! Procedure. — There was 
an imnrease iimin iJ 8)32 to I?, 515 in the number of persons 
calicCi rpen to show cause why they should not be bound over to 
keep tiie peace, whilst tliose sukdcHod to an order increased from 
3,234)^to 3,891, i,e., almost 37 per cent, as compaied with 30 per cent, 
ni DT-p and 33 peree.it. in 1925. The section was most extensively used 
in Budaunycgaimst 866 person.^, Avhere tlie bGiidenoy to de'di with too 
many inaiviauals in each case, instead of picking out the ring- 
leaders, is again d.ispla;, ing itself.’’ Bareilly and Aligarh come next 
U;ith623 and 22t/ porsvins respectively. A riot in Aligarh city led to a 
jgyore extensive use of the section, in Meerut the figure rose from 

ye JdJ ;arid in Chora khpnr from 29 to 124. In Moradabad Avhich 
repoi'tcd the largest number of persons in the preceding year there 
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■^vas a falling nf Sf) l,r> 8g'5. In Saliaranniir the police and 

subordinate coLiriS are mciineil ijO res'jrt to rae sejuioa too freely 
so writes the district uiagl.stiMte who ooiisiders tliat couiws could 
do much mc-re by acLiog as nrbitiators in tlicse qriarrels. In Dehra 
Dun this section is not (c>uiLTionly used to satisiy private grudges 
as in some of the othei* (listrLcts, i*-.- oat of 5 pcrsfois concerned, 3 
were dischargee. In ihnsti out ot ohC p6rsi>ns actr^aliy tried only 
99 were borma over, whnle in rcirzapur uiic hg-ires wme 5 out of 
55 oi\‘iiig to “laG*k'’of discretion in talring iijj Sic.ei cases”. In 
Benares the figures vs ere vrorse, 37 out oi‘ oh(> due to id:e vicious 
tendency to bring to book all partisans and associates in im agrarian 
quarrel and to failure t<> mafic an en(|rdry Imfcre issuing iioticed' In 
Etah out (d‘ 1 71 persons before tluo coarts Oidy 4d were bound cveia 
In Muzahainr.gar tiiere was an increase in t‘:e number of persons 
discharged as vom-jjared vdlh tliose bound ov^w. ‘‘This does not 
necessarily mean that th.c sectien is losing its et'Ori ; ia many cases 
the pnrtbns (tencerned settde their riifferenees beioio the end of the 
proceedings and are discharged in consequenco : and [fere can be little 
doubt ” says the district magistx<diie ‘‘ that if tlie iiistitulion of proceed- 
ings lewis to a hmdi settlenient. tins result is far bettor ''hum luridinc* over 
the o]mod;i_.; p.rrtiesd’ It is* in the beliei" tisut s ach is the res'aMm)f 
proceedings mmler so 'tic'U ]07 oi the Code cd Crimimii I’ro' ednire avhich 
hiii tlait the t’ /old") dr;C‘S not comi.'ont sev eroly c'u !he great onspropor, 
tion botvmcii the persons S'-rro* vdth a notjoo and th-rso hound o^ cr 
In Shahjnhaupur 27 persons were bound over as against 245 procewlecl 
against. In rarruJihabud the figures aj*e 27 oo.t of 337. In Iwni'la 
170 persons v/ere bound over as against 357 proceeded, against. Tiiat 
more pcrs<uis arc not bnund over in Banda is partly attributable to the 
fact tl'aat laud* irarLies to a cnuirrtl are bound o^■e^, and so they often 
ag r e e to m a e r p t heir u i fi e r cn c c s . 

Section 110 of the Gcde of Grimiiiai Procedure. —The number of 
persons bound over to be of good behaviour fell from 4,745 to 4/3ld, 
twenty-four of the 3d districts shovnug a decrease. The largest 
number so bound over vras, as in the previous year, in Cawnpore^ 
namely, 330, followed by Heerut with 305. The otlier districts which 
made large use cf this se<dion wore Budaan (2G8)j Aligaih (205) and 
Etawah (190). I i Etali fb.e poj’ccniagc of successful prosecutions rose 
from 81 to 88, and yet tlm district magistrate has not the roumtest 
doubt that actimi was very iiiadequade and tliat there v:as sc-.cus 
slackness on the part of several police officers. The decrease from 
219 to 133 in Bareilly ''is a natural consequence of an energetic 
campaign against burglars in 1920 which had an excellent efiect in 
reducing crime. There was tltcrofore less need and less scope for the 
use of this section in 1927.’’ But adds the district magistrate " It 
remains an invaluable section for keeping crime especially in rural 
areas within bounds and . its vigorous use in particular 

areas has been followed by a marked fall in crime. This is the real 
test of the propriety of its use and the Bareilly police pass well.” ^ In 
Agra out of ej2 persons called upon, 210 wmim bound over^ a dmtmct 
iniprovemoiit — and the district magistrate pays a nieed of praise ta 
the police. The extensive use of this SvOGtioii ill SliahjcilUirpilT m- 
said to have brought about to a certain extent a filling o3 hi 
number of robberies aild dacoities. 
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6. The total number of persons under trial rose from 295,163 
to 299,383 in the year under report, while the number of witnesses 
examined rose from 278,200 to 287,779. Of the latter 262,075 were 
examined in magisterial courts and 25,701 in courts of sessions. 

The number of witnesses detained for more than two days in the 
courts of magistrates decreased by 1,146 to 15,237. Shahjahanpur 
and Cawnpore which each reported numbers running into four figures 
last year have shown considerable i)bprovement,,but in the latter case 
the figure is still very high, 893. Aligarh is the only district this 
year where the number ran into four figures, 1,106. Here the number 
of witnesses to be examined was 12,025. These figures compare very 
unfavourably with those reported from Meerut where out of 20,551 
witnesses summoned only 881 were so detained and at Allahabad where 
only 507 witnesses were so detained out of a total of 16,611 summoned. 
In Mirzapur the number of such witnesses fell from 807 to 310, and in 
Gorakhpur from 563 to 138, a great improvement. In Budaun, on the 
other hand, the figure rose from 200 to 836. In Fatehpur one bench 
detained 111 out of 162 witnesses examined. 

In courts of sessions the total number of witnesses detained for 
more than 2 days decreased from 6,212* to 6,076. The best returns 
were those of Fatehpur, eight so detained out of 881 summoned, Dehra 
Dun 42 out of 1,032 summoned, and the worst are those from Etah 
349 detained out of 883 summoned, then Jaunpur 186 out of 505. In 
Fatehpur the number of witnesses discharged on the first day rose 
from 20 per cent, to 90 per cent, due to the system of summoning 
witnesses in batches. The Court cjmmends this practice to other 
courts of sessions, particularly to the courts at Etah and Jaunpur, 
From two courts at least come the complaint that magistrates do not 
use their powers under section 216 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 
The matter how^ever is one of difficulty and no definite instructions 
can be given. Magistrates are as a rule so overworked with judicial 
and other multifarious duties that they cannot spare the time to use a 
wise discretion in checking the list of defence witnesses and refusing 
to summon witnesses without prejudicing the accused. For the 
present, the Court will only invite the attention of magistrates to 
their powers under that provision of the Code. 

The number of witnesses summoned bub not examined by magis- 
terial courts fell from 48,923 to 48,637, but this decrease of 286 is 
negligible when it is remembered that the total number of witnesses 
summoned^ rose from 301,009 to 310,712. In the last report the 
Court reminded the subordinate courts that the scrutinizing of the 
lists of defence witnesses would do something to reduce the number of 
witnesses unnecessarily summoned, and it may now appeal to the local 
bars that they have a duty to perform in this matter, which they must 
not shirk. 

The total amount expended as diet money to witnesses was 
Rs. 2 53,162 in magisterial courts and Rs. 79,609 in courts of sessions, 
or Rs. 15,442 more in the aggregate than w^as paid in the preceding 
year. 

The number of the recipients in the two respective classes of 
courts was 109,129 and 24,115. 
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The average duration of cases in all courts was again 10 days. Duration. 
There was a drop from 11 to 10 days in the courts of honorary 
magistrates sitting singly, and from 6 to 5 in courts of bench magis- 
trates. In the courts of stipendiary special magistrates and stipen- 
diary magistrates the figures stood at 5 and 12, respectively, but in 
the courts of the sub-divisional magistrates, district magistrates 
and sessions courts, the figures rose respectively from 6, 13 and 45 
to 7, 26 and 51. 

Among the districts, Etawah had the worst figure, 16, followed 
closely by Shahjahanpur, Fatehpur and Azamgarh each with 15. Then 
come Muzalfarnagar, Aligarh, Budaun, Banda and Basti, each with 14. 

The best figures were reported from Dehra Dun and Allahabad, each 
with 5, and Cawnpoie 6. 

Cases pending over six weeks. — There was a small increase in the 
number of cases pending over six weeks from 2,369 to 2,394. The 
largest number of such cases in any district was Cawnpore 217, Etawah 
comes next with 152, followed by Muzaffarnagar with 149. Six other 
districts had over 100 such cases each. Ghazipur which had only 3 
cases in 1925 and 1926 shows 20 this year. The best figures come 
from Almora 9, and Garhwal 10. The district of Cawnpore was the 
subject of criticism in the past reports. While regretting the increase, 
the district magistrate is satisfied that in many cases the courts were 
not to blame. He says There were some quite abnormal condi- 
tions to be faced ” and the district was short of two full powered 
officers for over a month at a time when there w^as a great increase 
in criminal work on account of riots.” In Etawah the delays are said 
to be ‘‘ beyond the control of the trying magistrates ” and are liable 
to occur in dacoity cases, especially if residents of Gwalior are 
concerned. In Muzaffarnagar stipendiary magistrates contributed 
111 cases out of 149. No explanation is offered of the large number 
of cases, 135, pending in Meerut. In most districts stipendiary magis- 
trates must share the blame in this matter. But in the districts of 
Gorakhpur, Jannpur, Mirzapur, Benares and Banda, the honorary 
courts contributed much to the delays In Banda one bench distin- 
guished itself by tiring out all the complainants. Out of 24 accused 
persons brought before the bench, the prosecution was withdrawn in 
respect of 22 of them and in the case of the other two the complainants 
decided not to pay the process-fees. 

The Court has in the last two reports drawn attention to the delay 
in trial caused by the amendment of section 526 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, and last year by a general letter it called on 
district magistrates to maintain a record to show what use of amended 
section 526(8) was being made. The statement has been received and 
the general results are tabulated below : — 

(1) Number of cases tbe hearing of which was postponed by reason 

of applications for transfer . . . . , . . . 687 

(2) Number of cases in which the applications for transfer were 

allowed and the cases were m consequence transferred , . 527 

(3) Number of cases in which more than one application has been 

made .. .. .. •* ..46 

The result has not justified the complaints against this amendment, 
bnt the Court will keep a watch on these proceedings and it will he 
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glad if district magistrates will bring cases to its notice in which the 
powers given by the section have been abused. 

The experiment tried in Easti of making different officers respon- 
sible for criminal and revenue cases had been abandoneo' by the district 
magistrate for the reasons given in the last report. The experiment 
had also been tried in Gorakhpur and the district magistrate, v ho did 
not comment on the subject last year, reports that thg system is 
working very satisfactorily as neither branch ^ is neglected for the 
other : also it is possible to allot offmers to the work for vvTiich they 
are most suitable. It would have been iiseiTil if he liad added his 
opinion as to whether the separation of these functions appeaded to the 
litigants and was supported hj the legal profession. The Court has 
not sufficient material or considered opinion of experienced officers so 
far to anive at a fair conclusion on this important matter. 

7. The number of offienders released on probation under section 
56*2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure decreased from 2,183 t(! 2,0T7. 
In Saharanpur the niunher of persons so treated rose from 99 to 106 
and the district magistrate is satisfied that there were very few cases 
in which the discretion was wrongly exercised. The section was used 
to a moderate extent in Bareilly, hut the district magistrate thinks 
“ that some magistrates in their anxiety to exorcise clemency . - - are 
too uncritical of the nature of the sureties produced. They achieve 
their object of bestowing an easy mercy, but they fail to give tlic pro- 
bationer the benefit and tlie piblic the piotection uhich a more 
thoughtful use of this section would confer.” 

The number of youthful offenders dealt with under section 31 of 
Act VIII of 1897 fell from 267 to 238. 

8. One hundred and ninety-three persons were condemned to 
death by the courts of sessions as against 205 in 1926. Of tliese the 
sentences of 101 were affirmed, 34 were released, and the sentences 
of 36 modified. The cases of 22 persons were pending at the close of 
the year. 

There was a marked fail in the number of persons sentenced to 
transportation for life, from 440 to 291. Persons sentenced to rigor- 
ous imprisonment numbered 16,258 as against 15,893 last year, while 
the number of those vvTio underwent terms of imprisonment of seven 
years or more fell from 286 to 251. 

The percentage of sentences in which solitary confinement was 
added to rigorous imprisonment fell from 10 to 8. This form of punish- 
ment was most frequently used in Cawnpore (115), Mainpuri (100), 
Miizaffarnagar and Agra (106) and (104) respectively. 

Persons sentenced to whipping numbered 970 as against 920 last 
year, of which 114 were juvenile offenders. The percentage of cases 
in which this form of punishment was inflicted of those in which it 
could have been given rose by 2*29 to 18 "06. 

The number of persons sentenced to terms of imprisonment of 15 
days and under rose from 1,476 to 1,505. It is questionable whether 
this fqrni of punishment serves any useful purpose but the matter is 
more intimately connected with prison management than with dispen- 
sation of justice. It is difficult to suggest what other form of punish- 
ment may be substituted^ wTiere wTilppitig is not permitted or' not 
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advisable, though under the present sj^stein of jail discipline an 
offender sentenced to such a short term may become a confirmed 
criminal. 

9. The total number oC appellants before the courts rose from 
22,835 to 25,068, Appellants in the courts of magistrates num- 
bered S,49-t as against 7,902, and in courts of sessions 13,012 as against 
12,295. In the High Court the iiumber incieasecl by 300 to 2,So5 and 
the number of appeals by Government against acquittals concerned 
97 persons as against 73 last year. 

Tlie ratio per cenO of appellants whose sentences were confirmed 
bv courts of sessions i.o those vhose appeals Avere disposed of fell by 
one point i:o 07, Tiie higlicst percentages Avere those at Jalaun, 88, 
and lUainpnri and Almora AAuth 79 each^ and the loAAmst at Mirzapur, 
39, and Ballia, 45. The average duration of appeals in all courts rtse 
from 23 to 20 

10. The system of trial by juig/ as in the pre-seding year was 
confined to the sessions courts of Allahahad, Bareilly, Benares and 
CaAvnpore and the nuiiiber of persons tried by these courts rose from 
381 to 399. The number of accused Avhose cases were referred to the 
High Court under section 307 of the Code of Criminal Procedure rose 
from 23 to 32. The number of references disposed of and the number 
of those inAvhich the verdict of the jury vras upheld Avere, respectively, 
from Allahabad 3 and 1, Bareilly 4 and 2, Benares 1 and 1, and 
CaAvnpore 4 and 2, and 1 in part, and Saharanpur 1 and nil. The 
sessions judge of Allahabad has again made no comment on the 
Avork of the juries. The sessions judge of Benares says It is 
clear that jurors are liable to aPoAv their verdict to be swayed by 
extraneous matter rather than to confine themselves strietly to the 
evidence on the record/' The sessions judge of Bareilly says ‘‘ The 
jurv sA'stem can onlv be satisfactorily tested AA’hen there has been a 
larger number of dacoity cases tlian in the year under reference. I 
had to remark in my judgments on the riot cases that the assessors (sic) 
did not trouble to take an impartial view of the evidence but acquitted 
or convicted according to religious vieAVS. This does not augur wmll 
for the jury system Avhen communal cases are involved.’^ The sessions 
judge of CaAvnpore after tAvo years’ experience '' is inclined to think 
that file jury system is not suitable for the trial of dacoity cases and 
other cases of a complicated nature, especially Avhere there is a large 
number of accused or the trial is protracted . . . The point which 
has struck me most i'orciblv in the Avorking of ihe jiiig^ system is the 
extraordinarily cumbers onm procedure in cases Avhere the trial is 
partly by jury and partly with the aid of assessors.” He accordingly 
suggests an amendment of the laAv so as to provide that in tliose cases 
Avhere the charge triable AAuth tlie aid of assessors is the main one, and 
the other is of merely technical or of only minor importance, the trial 
sliould be Avholly with the aid of assessors. A Judge of this Court with 
long experience of 'Inffeict co’irts and Aviio had an opportunity of 
examining the system on a conunittee, has another apprehension 
that the jury is not only liable to acquit on grounds other than those of 
the evidence before it but Avill also be found prone to conAuct A\dthout 
sufficient evidence. For example, in a district scourged by dacoits, 
f/he paere allegation that an accused person is a dacoit Avill be found 
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sujBficient to sway the jury to convict. He has during the year come 
across cases of dacoity where the jury has recorded a verdict of guilty 
in which a judge with the aid of assessors would have hesitated 
to convict. 

11. The total amount of hnes imposed by courts of sessions 
decreased from Es. 64,089 to Es. 52,889, while the amounts realized 
increased from Es. 15,063 to Es. 16,942. In the courts of magistrates 
the amount of fines imposed increased from Es. 896,996 to Es. 991,588 
and of those realized from Es. 730,940 to Es. 801,344. The amounts 
ordered to be paid by way of compensabion by the courts of sessions 
and by the courts of magistrates increased, respectively, from 
Es. 1,312 to Es. 1,787, and from Es. 66,050 to Es. 74,683. In Morad- 
abad out of Es. 45,639 imposed as fifies, only Es. 29,227 were realized. 
In Mainpuri where realization was satisfactory magistrates are report- 
ed to have exercised good discretion in passing sentences of fine and 
fixing the amount with due regard to the status and condition of the 
accused. Commenting on the figures in his own district (Es. 33,448 
were realized out of a total imposition of Es. 48,5H2) the district 
magistrate of Agra says '' while courts generally avoid short terms of 
imprisonment, it is futile to impose tines which cannot be realized.” 
The Court is of the same opinion and the futility of demanding fines 
from convicts who have no ability to pay shoulcl be impressed on all 
courts. District magistrates should see that courts at once take 
measures to issue warrants to collectors under section 386, clause 1(6). 
Unless this is done large numbers of convicts must do their full time 
in default and then no court will ordinarily take measures to recover 
the fine by attachment. In C.orakhpur out of a total of over Es. 45,307 
levied alb but Es. 2,078 were realized. The bench magistrates at 
Benares imposed fines of Es. 15,471 and realized Es. 15,368— a very 
creditable performance. 

12. The number of persons who appealed to the High Court in- 
creased from 2,638 to 2,962. Of these the sentences parsed on 
1,933 were confirmed, an increase of 446 more than in the preced- 
ing year. The number of persons who filed applications for revi- 
sion also rose^ from 1,947 to 2,541, of which the applications of 
1,358 were rejected or the orders passed against them were con- 
firmed. The appeals of 430 persons and the applications of 202 for 
revision were pending at the close of the year. Of the 36 appeals 
tiled by Government during the year 10 were allowed, 3 were partly 
allowed, 7 were dismissed and 16 remained pending, 

13. The total number of persons under trial in the courts of 
benches of honorary magistrates and of honorary magistrate sitting 
singly rose respectively from 74,047 to 78,696 and from 68,182 to 
70,052. Thus honorary magistrates during the year under report tried 
6,927 more persons than did the stipendiary magistrates. The figures 
speak for themselves and represent a very large mass of solid work, 
and the Court gladly acknowledges, as in the past, the great assistance 
which has been rendered by this staff of honorary workers. But the 
system has faults which it would be a mistake tO' overlook. From 
Gorakhpur comes the report that these courts are not popular or as a 
rule reliable. In Jaunpur the quality of the work done — with one or 
two exceptions —is still below the mark. The courts allow disputes of 
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a civil nature to be made the subject-matter of criminal prosecutions 
under the usual cover of hurt and trespass. In Azamgarh the district 
magistrate says that most honorary magistrates wear their mao-is- 
tracy more as a decoration than from a sense of duty. It is not^Iie 
magistrate who presides, but the petition writer and the court clerk who 
between them dominate the court with their knowledge of law.’’ The 
magistrafe forgets that in England all benches have to obey the clerk 
of the court on points of law. It will be an ideal system when honorary 
magistrates do all the criminal work up to sessions trials with the help 
of barrister or pleader clerks. On the other hand, encouraging reports 
come from other districts, and the Court is glad that there is another 
side to the picture and that the s}'Stem has worked wmll on the wdiole. 


In the districts named the work of the following magistrates and 
benches has been specially mentioned : — 


1. Gorakhpur 

2. Basti 

8. Jan n pur 

4. Benares 


Rai Bahadur Babu Abhainandan Prasad. 

Eai Sahib Sarju Prasad. 

Rai Ram Parshad, Khan Sahib Maul vi Muham- 
mad Hasan and the Jaunpur Bench. 

City Bench Magistrates, Eai Sahib Baldeo 
Prasad, Eai Krishnaji, Rai Sahib Babu 
Nerval Kishor Prasad _Singh, Professor 
Gandhi, Lieut. Bijai Pras;ul, Babu Sat 
Narain Prasad, Mr. Coelho and Khan 
Sahib Husain Ali. 


5. Ballia 

6. Muttra 

7. Ai^habad 


8, Etawah 


9. Mainpnri 


Khan Sahib Maiilvi Samiullah and Rai 
Bahadur Thakur Sarju Prasad Singh. 

Rai Saheb Babu Sunahri Lai, Babu Radha 
Charan and Babu Gobind Das. 

Eai Bahadur Thakur Jasw^ant Singh,* Rai 
Sahib Pandit R. K. Plandoo, Mr. Roberts, 
the Civil Bench, Rai Sahib L. M. Banerji, 
Khan Bahadur M. Fazal Eab and Thakur 
Sripal Singh. 

II Bench of Magistrates, Etaw’ah, Choiidhri 
Bhairon Prasad, Raja Narain Pratap Singh, 
Chaube Beni Madho Eao, Bench Magi- 
strates, Bidhuna, and Rai Sahib Bhatale 
Shiam Behari Lai. 

Bench Magistrates of Mainpuri and Shikoh- 
abad. 


10. 

Farrukhabad ,,, 

, Khan Bahadur Saiyid Muhammad Sultan and 
Rai Sahib Babu Pirthi Nath, 

11. 

Moradabad 

M. Ashiq Husain Khan and the Moradabad 
Bench, 

12. 

Naini Tal 

Rai Bahadur Lala Jai Lai Sah. 

13. 

Altnora 

Rai Bahadur Pandit Dharamnand Joshi, 
M.n.E. 


^ Also did good work iu Banda, 

3 
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14. 

Etah 

Babu Kedar Nath Rai Ohakarvarti. 

15. 

Saharanpur ... 

Babu Asa Earn, Khan Bahadur A. H. Mirza, 
Mr. Shiam Lai and Lala Damodar Lai. 

16. 

Dehra Dun 

Mr. A. M, Khan, Khan Bahadur S, Zille 
Hasnain and 2nd class Bench at Dehra, 

17. 

Meerut 

Mr. L. A. Puech, Khan Sahib Meharban Ali, 
Cantonment Bench and the City Benches. 

18. 

Muzaffarnagar .. 

M. Mazharul Haq. 

19. 

Bareilly 

Rai Bahadur N. K. Kacker, M. Abdul Wajid, 
Khan Bahadur Mahbub Ali Khan and Rai 
Bahadur Thakur Sheoraj Singh. 


The deaths in the year under report of Khan Bahadur Munshi 
Tajammiil Husain Khan and Lala Earn Sarup, honorary magistrates, 
who for years past maintained an admirable record of work efficiently 
performed must be recorded as a very grave loss to the district of 
Shahjahanpur. 

Village These courts are being encouraged and fostered by district magi- 

panchayats. gtrates and under their guidance should in time relieve the regular 
courts of cases of a petty nature by intercepting them locally. 
Indeed, that is the experience at Benares where as already stated 
there has been a diminution in the number of offences under Hurt ” 
and Criminal Force and Assault.” The action of the district 
magistrate in encouraging the panches to bring about compromises and 
thereby root out the causes of trouble is worthy of imitation. Effici- 
ency of the system can be secured only by prompt removal of dishonest 
. or unpopular panches. In Farrukhabad the good work suffered from 
party strife in villages. The district magistrate of Azamgarh consi- 
ders that the av^erage panches are able men who do a lot of good and 
are capable of doing more if suitably constituted and sympathetically 
encouraged. From Mirzapur alone comes the discouraging report that 
the stream of objections to trials in these courts is more significant 
than the number of appeals. This, in fact, was* the district magi- 
strate’s verdict last year also. 

Allahabad: S. E. J. MILLS, 

Dated July 6, 1927. • Registvav, 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government of India 


Statement showing the mimher of judicial divisions and the number of officers 


Kame of province. Area. 

Popula- 

tion. 

Number of 
divisions for 
courts under 
Chief Courts, 
but superior to 
Chief Courts 
of districts. 

Number 
of dis- 
tricts. 

Numlfer 
of sub- 
dis- 
tricts. 

Total number of officers 
or appellate 

Judges of 

Judges of 

High Cour tJ ^“4*° 
trict Courts. 

1 2 

3 

' 4 

5 

6 

7 8 

Sq. m. 






Agra .. .. j 32,137 

33,209, U5 

19 

36 

160 

11 72 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government of India 

Statement of o fences reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted 




Number o 
repo 

f offences 
ited. 

Number 

1 returned 

1 offences 


Description of offence. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 

During 

the 

year. 

In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

1 

1.— Offences under the Indian Penal Code. ! 

1 

Criminal Conspiracy, Chapter YA, section 120B .. .. 


.. 


Offences against the State, Ohcapter YI .. .. ..I 

2 

1 

2 

OSences 

igainst the Public TrfU';;uThtv. Chapter YIII. . .. ' 

117 

2,163 

91 

CSences 

by, or relating to, Pr.-dh- 8orv.- r.ts, Chapter IX . . 

13 

198 

12 

Contemp 

fs of the Lawful Authority of Public Servants, Chapter X ' 

109 

1,898 

80 

False Evidence and Offences against Public Justice, Chapter XI | 

74 

1,111 j 

53 

Ofiences relating to Coin and 7 l tt-it C 

Government Stamps ' Chapter XH 

1 3 

24 

3 

! 1 

21 1 

1 

Ofences 

relating to Weights and Measures, Cffiapter XIII 

! 1 

I <59 1 

1 

Offences 

ahecting the Public Health, Safety, Convenience, Decency 

29 

! 1,564 

22 

and Morals, Chapter XIV. 

OSences relating to Pcligicn, Chapter XY .. 

i 2 

152 

2 

tiD jT 

Onences Life .. .. .. .. I 

! 53 

1,191 

44 

• ' 

.3 )-i 

Causing of Miscarriage, Injuries to Unborn Children, 

1 2 i 

117 

2 

"O rO 

o 71 >4 

Exposure of Infants and the Concealment of Births, 
Hurt 

1 1,209 

j 

40,778 

874 


Wrongful Restraint and Wrongful Confinement 

1 39 1 

771 1 

26 

g a a 

Orimiual Eorce and Assault 

' 210 1 

7,409 1 

166 

M '^O 

Kidnapping, Eorcible Abduction, Slavery and Forced Labour 
Rape 

49 ! 
7 

1,197 

271 

37 

5 

O 40 

L Unnatural ofience .. .. 

4 

07 




( ) 


No. I (Criminal). 

revised statements nos. 25 and 26. 

exercising original or afpellate jurisdiction on the last day of the year 1927. 


exercising original 
jurisdiction. , 


Total number of cases decided. 

1 Total 

! Total 

Judges of 
Gliief 
Courts of 
districts. 

Judges 

of 

District 

Judges 
of other 
subordi- 
nate 
courts. 

« 

Or iginal. 

Appeals. 

receipts of charges of 
all courts 1 all courts, 
includiuct 'including 

Courts 

other 

than 

Chief 

Courts. 

Regu lar. 

Miscella- 
neous. f 

Regular. 

Miscella- 

neous. 

civil and 
revenue 
courts. 

civil and 
revenue 
courts. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

36 

256 

973 

154,622 

12,112 

12,882 

3,641 

Rs. 

12,484,563 

Es. 

14,389,952 


No. 2 (Criminal). 


revised statement no. 35. 


of each class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1927. 


of oases 
as true cf 
reported. 

Number of 
cases 

brought to 
trial during 
the year. 

Number of persons — 

Number of 
complain- 
ants dealt 
with under 
section 250 
of the Code 
of 'Criminal 
Procedure, 
1898. 

During 
the year. 

Under trial 
during the 
year, including 
pending from 
the previous 
year. 

1 

1 Acquitted 
or 

j discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, 
escaped or 
transferred 
to another 
province. 

Remaining 

under 

trial. 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 



11 

9 

2 


.. 


•1 

8 

35 

14 

16 


5 

, , 

1,857 

1,883 

10,073 

4,372 

4,789 

13 

899 

IS 

133 

138 

240 

122 

104 


14 

2 

1,760 

1,739 

2,480 

918 

1,500 

1 

61 


917 

899 

],269 

520 

643 

5 

101 

1 

21 

24 

32 

8 

24 


, , 

• , 

21 

22 

24 

5 

12 


7 


62 

61 

64 

25 

39 



• . 

1;448 

1,425 

2,104 

627 

1,461 

1 

15 

t 

107 

99 

865 

203 

100 

1 

61 

« • 

1,127 

; 1,141 

2,567 

916 

1 1,261 

5 

385 

1 

96 

102 

133 

50 

! 79 

• « 1 

4 


27,450 

24,161 

70,465 

61,214 

7,463 

22 

1,766 

218 

46S 

424 

1,541 

1,300 

183 

1 

57 

4 

4,857 

4,192 

11,514 

10,318 

1,015 

7 

174 

28 

715 

683 

1,888 

1,073 

680 

7 

223 

2 

186 

174 

251 

105 

120 

• • 

26 

« • 

61 

1 62 

i 

69 

28 

43 

m • 

3 

, 



( 20 ) 


JUDICIAL statement 

Corresponding to Government of India 

Statement of offences reported and of persons tried, convicted and acquitted 

Number of offences of 

reported. turned as 


Description of offence, 


f Theft .. .. _ 

-w © 'Extortion 

'ci Eobbeiy and Dacoity 

* Criminal Misappropriation of Property . . 

§^0 K j Criminal Breach of Trust 
“ i Receiving of Stolen Property,. 

Cheating 

Fraudulent Deeds and Dispositions of Property 
§2 Mischief .. .. .. .. 

(, Criminal Trespass.. 

Offences Relating to Documents and to Trade or Property Marks, 
Chapter XVIII. 

Criminal Breach of Contracts of Service, Chapter XIX 
Offences Relating to Marriage, Chapter XX 
Defamation, Chapter XXI 

Criminal Intimidation, Insult and Annoyance, Chapter XXII , . 

Total under the Indian Penal Code 
II.— Offences under the Special and Local Laws and the 
Code of Criminal Procedure. 

Chapter YIII— Security for Keeping the Peace . . 

Ditto Security for Good Behaviour .. ,, 

Other 1: V. ■ -‘I .ti 'j to— 

Arms, .'■'■.m.. i' : and Military Stores ..Actno, XI of 1878 

Canals, Drainage and Embankments 


Cantonments, Military „ 

Cattle Trespass .. .. •. » » 

Criminal Tribes and Eunuchs .. 

Emigration, Inland .. .. - 

Excise— Act IV of 1910 as modified up to 1923 
Factories .. ..Actno. 


Gambling . . 

Hackney and Stage Carriages 
Legal Practitioners 
Municipalities ,, 

Opium 

Police, District 
Do. Town 

Do. Road and Village 


XI of 1878 
VIII of 1873 
XVI of 1899 
XV of 1910 
I of 1871 
I of 1891 
HI of 1911 
VI of 1924 
XVII of 1908 
XIV of 1910 

XII of 1911 
XVII of 1878 
III of 1886 
Vir of 1878 

V of 1890 
III of 1807 

XIV of 1879 
XVIII of 1879 
II of 1916 
XIII of 1857 
I of 1878 

V of 1861 
XX of 1856 

XVI of 1873 


*Cn and 
pending 
from the 
previous , 
year. 


During 

the 


In and 
pending 
from the 
previous 
year. 


2 

3 

4 


454 

10,934 

309 


24 

678 

14 


67 

L275 

35 


13 

317 

9 , 


72 

1,981 

56 


59 

1,180 

58 


85 

2,896 

56 


34 

785 

17 


160 

5,851 

109 


408 

9,970 

827 


11 

219 

9 


3 

42 

2 


280 

6,587 

160 


28 

749 

14 


54 

3,289 

39 

3,621 

105,7 55 

2,638 


171 

3,470 

— 

85 


112 

3,117 

108 


7 

244 

7 

} 

10 

1,141 

10 


87 

6,614 

32 

] 

82 

4,157 

59 

1 

88 

1,544 

73 


2 

52 

2 

59 

1,608 

55 



9 

. . 

} 

3 

SO 

2 

} 

3 

104 

4 


52 

917 

40 


90 

11,253 

77 


L600 

34,713 

1;517 

} 

6 

196 

6 


146 

18,580 

118 


7 

1,400 

5 


2 

52 

1 


(a) Includes 1*^ 


211 [persons whose oases 
14 I section 123 of the 
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No. 2 (Criminal)— (coTiiw-wecZ.) 

revised statement no, 35. 

- of each class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1927. 


cases re- 
true of 
reported. 

Number of 
cases 

brought to 
trial during 
the year. 

Number of persons — 

Number of 
complain- 
ants dealt 
with under 
section 250 
of the Code 
of Criminal 
Procedure, 
1598, 

During 

the 

year. 

Under trial 
during the 
year, including 
pending from 
the previous 
year. 

Acquitted 

or 

discharged. 

0 

Convicted. 

Died, 
escaped, or 
transferred 
to another 
province. 

Remaining 
under trial. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

-1^ 

8,166 

7,778 

18,518 

12,059 

5,643 

11 

805 

65 

333 

273 

751 

650 

56 


45 

5 

730 

681 

3,648 

1,701 

1,009 

8 

925 

6 

214 

209 

421 

349 

67 

1 

4 

2 

1,292 

1.158 

1,565 

1,111 

397 

5 

52 

7 

1,144 

1,181 

1,726 

355 

1,243 

6 

.122 


1,539 

1,430 

2,476 

1,970 

420 

1 

85 

10 

696 

644 

1,611 

1,291 

242 

1 

77 

1 

3,909 

3,332 

10,491 

9,255 

992 

3 

241 

37 

7, £82 

7,377 

17,930 

12,610 

4,725 

16 

579 

47 

147 

149 

345 

187 

119 

-* 

39 

2 

18 

17 

35 

32 

3 



1 

4,078 

3,431 

7,526 

6,832 

472 

6 

216 

19 

412 

372 

831 

742 

66 

2 

21 

2 

1,877 

1,145 

3,078 

2,852 

171 

•• 

55 

5 

72,819 

66,309 

176,072 

133,818 

35,059 

123 

7,072 

484 

1,996 

1,811 

(a)ll,516 

6,892 

(6)3,892 

4 

728 

9 

3,092 

3,195 

(c)5,187 

((?)480 

(6)4,480 

7 

(/)220 


236 

236 

288 

51 

220 


17 


1,134 

1,118 

2,603 

1,032 

1,544 

5 

22 


5,397 

5,260 

5,528 

; 1,021 

4,502 

• « 

5 


8.099 

2,720 

5,401 

3,634 

1,665 

4 

98 

17 

1,417 

i , 1,372 

1,414 

84 

1,299 

2 

i 29 

« « 

£2 

48 

60 

9 

47 


4 

• • 

1,681 

1,619 

1,950 

330 

1,572 

1 

47 

• % 

9 

8 

13 

5 

4 

.. 

4 


75 

72 

154 

SO 

74 

.• 

*• 


101 

104 

153 

84 

69 


, . 


914 

936 

5,417 

1,051 

4,227 

2 

137 


10,280 ' 

10,158 

10,634 

i 896 

9,706 

2 

30 

\ f 

3 

3 

3 

1 1 

1 

• . 

1 

1 * * 

30,591 

29,708 

32,774 

6,281 

26,356 

3 

134 

4 

192 

197 

281 

54 

218 

t • 

9 


17,675 

17,564 

19,517 

1,426 

1 18,071 

i 3 

17 


1,353 

1,344 

1,596 

167 

1,423 

1 • • 

6 


49 

50 

129 

16 

113 


•• 



were referred to Courts of Sessions under 
Code of Criminal Procedure. 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government of 


Statement of offences reported, and of 'persons tried, convicted and 









Number of offences 

Number 








reported. 

returned 

offeuces 

Description of offence 





In and 
pending 
from the 

During 
the year. 

In and 
pendiDg 
from the 







previous 

previous 








year. 


year. 

■ 1 

2 

3 

4 






VI of 1898 

) 

i 




Post Office . * 

•• 

Act no 

1 

III of 1912 

1 

15 

1 

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. . 

. . 

jj 

JJ 


XI of 1890 

9 

1,528 

9 

Prisons 

, . 

>) 

3) 


IX of 1894 



28 





C XXV of 1867 





Printing Presses 

•• 

»> 

>) 

i 

X of 1890 

) 

4 

4 

4 

Press 


n 

JJ 

I of 1910 
IX of 1890 

. . 

12 

-• 



Eailways .. 


)> 

J) 

1 

IX of 1896 
IV of 1905 

1 

29 

3,967 

14 

Eeformatories 

, , 

)> 

JJ 


VIIJ of 1897 


3 

97 

o 

o 

Eegistration 

•• 

>} 

JJ 

C 

XVI of 1908 
XII of 1832 


13 

84 

13 

Balt, Indian 

• • 

»> 

JJ 

[ 

XIX of 1890 


7 

• • 

Sarais and Paraos . . 


>1 

JJ 


XXII of 1867 

, , 

19 





( 

11 of 1899 





Stamp 


»> 

Jj 


VI of 1910 


9 

813 

9 




( 

I of 191‘2 

) 




Vaccination 

... 

jj 

J) 

c 

1 

XIII of 1830 
II of 1907 

> 

118 

400 

110 

Vagrancy, European .. 

Workman’s Breach of Contract .. 

. . 

)i 

Jj 

IX of lS7i 

, , 

9 

, , 

. . 

)i 

J» 


XII of 1920 


2 

63 

2 

Town Areas *. 

. . 


JJ 


IJ of 1914 


26 

1,621 

26 

Sanitation 

• . 

>) 

JJ 


II of 1892 


, , 

591 


Motor Vehicles 

•• 

>> 

J) 

f 

t 

II of 1911 
VIII of 19U 

} 

23 

1,385 

24 

United Provinces Primary Education 

• . 


15 


Vll of 1919 



167 

» * 

Prevention of Adulteration of Food and Drugs 

j> 

JJ 


VI of 1912 


6 

155 

6 

District Board .. •« 


)3 

JJ 

( 

1 

III Of 1906 
X of 1922 

> 


29 

• • 

Treasure Trove 


J) 

J. 


VI of 1878 

, , 

5 

, . 

Stone Mahal (Mirzapur) 


J3 

?J 


V of 1886 


, , 

8 

. . 

Explosive .. 


1» 

JJ 


IV of 1884 
VI of 1903 

J 


4 

•• 

Insolvency .. 


?) 

JJ 


V of 1920 

2 

14 

2 

Notified Area 


>J 

JJ 


II of 1916 


. . 

465 

. . 





( 

I of 1S91 

'J 




Waterworks ♦. 


?> 

JJ 


II of 1395 

I of 1908 

I of 1910 

\ 

•• 

60 

•* 

Petroleum .. 


)» 

„ 


VIII of 1899 


, . 

12 

. . 

Opium Smoking 


>» 

JJ 

f 

II of 1925 


. . 

23 

.. 

Poison 


)» 

>> 

I of 1904 
XII of 1919 

] 

1 

IS 

1 

Telegraph .. 


J» 

JJ 


XIIX cf 1885 


. . 

1 

• « 

Tramway .. 


J5 

JJ 


XI of 1886 


* . 

6 


Trust 


JJ 

JJ 


II of 1882 


, , 

15 

. . 

Reserve Forces Act (Indian) 


n 

JJ 


IV of 1888 


. , 

2 

. . 

Co-operative Societies , . , . 


j» 

it 


II of 1912 



3 


Indian Companies Act 


>» 

it 


VII of 1913 


. , 

2 

. . 



)y 

tr 


IV of 1923 



1 

• . 

Cotton Ginning and Pressing Factories 


)i 

JJ 


XII of 1925 


, , 

1 

. . 

Indian Cotton Cess 


J» 

)J 


I of 1924 


. . 

2 

• • 

Total under the Code of Criminal Procedure and 

Special and Local 

2,728 

101,330' 

2,425 

Daws. 












Geakd O^OTAIi 


6,349 

207,1^5 

5,068 
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No, 2 (Cnnu^ ^t)~-(concluded). 

India revised statement no. 35. 


acquitted of each class of offence in the Agra Province for the year 1927. 


” of cases 
as true of 
reported. 

Number of 
caaes 

brought to 
trial during 
the year. 

Number of persona — 

Number of 
complain- 
ants dealt 
with under 
section 250 
of the Code 
of Criminal 
Procedure, 
1898. 

During 
the year. 

Under trial 
durir^g the 
year, including 
pending from 
the previous 
year. 

Acquitted 

or 

discharged. 

Convicted. 

Died, 

escaped, or 
transferred 
to another 
province. 

Remaining 

under 

trial. 

a 

6 

7 

8 ^ 

9 

10 

11 

12 

14: 

15 

26 

8 

15 


3 


1,472 

1,460 

1,552 

74 

1,474 


4 


28 

28 

29 

2 

27 


•• 


4 

8 

8 

4 

4 


-• 


12 

12 

12 

- 

12 


•• 


8,669 

3,640 

4,133 

505 

3,611 

1 

16 


97 

72 

72 

82 

36 

, , 

4 


S4 

70 

77 

17 

59 

•• 

1 

. . 

7 

7 

17 

4 

13 

.. 



15 

15 

15 

9 

6 

•• 

-• 


786 

750 

CD 

to 

95 

742 

** 

5 


341 

303 

324 

276 

44 

1 

3 


9 

9 

9 

, , 

9 


. . 


55 

47 

65 

32 

83 

• • 

« • 


1,404 

1,417 

1,642 

315 

1,316 

1 

10 


573 

572 : 

1,085 

185 

880 


20 


3,754 

1,683 ! 

1,778 

306 

1,447 


26 

1 

167 

136 

136 

83 

‘ 103 




149 

136 

143 

14 

326 


3 


29 

27 

41 

24 

17 


• • 


I 

5 

5 

8 


7 

1 

.. 


8 

3 1 

4 

.. 

4 


•• 


4 

1 

7 

• . 

6 


1 


14 

15 1 

18 

8 

9 


1 


455 

455 j 

623 

20 

601 


2 

• « 

60 

59 j 

59 

39 

20 


•• 

V • 

12 

12 1 

16 

4 

12 




23 

, 23 

88 

11 

77 


•• 


18 

: 19 

25 

6 

19 


.. 


1 

1 

1 

, , 

• . 


1 


6 

6 

6 

1 

5 


. . 


15 

5 

5 

1 

4 


• • 


2 

2 

2 

, , 

2 


• • 


2 

2 

3 

. , 

3 




1 

1 

6 

5 

1 


• ■ 


1 

1 

1 


1 


• • 


1 

1 

1 

«) • 

. . 


1 


2 

2 

2 


2 


*• 



90,645 

88,551 

117,499 

25,624 

90,230 

37 

1,608 

81 

163,364 

154,860 

293,571 

159,442 

125,289 

1 

,^60 

8,680 

515 


* 121 died, 30 escaped and 6 transferred — 2 to Hardoi and 4 to Gwalior. 


4 



( 24 ) 


JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding'to Government of India 

Statement showing the General Result of Criminal Trials 


Class of tribunal. 


1 


Subordinate Magistrates. 

Honorary Magistrates 
sitting singly (sec- 
tion 14). 

Stipendiary Special 
Magistrates (sec- 
tion 14). 

Stipendiary Magistrates 
sitting singly (sec- 
tion 12). 

Benoires of Magistrates 
(section 15). 

Distriot and Divisional 
Magistrates. 

Cases referred under 
sections 347, 349 and 
f62 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 

Chief Magistrates of 
districts. 


Total " 


Courts of Sessions 
High Court 


Total number 
of oSences 
reported. 

Total 

number 

of 

persons 

under 

trial. 

% 

In 

and 

pend- 

ing 

from 

the 

pre- 

vious 

year. 

During 

the 

year. 

2 

3 

4 

•• 

•• 

70,052 

•• 

- 

3,804 

•• 

- 

139,567 

•• 

•• 

78,596 



256 

- 

** 

347 

•• 

•• 

292,722 

- 

.. 

6,661 

.. 

•* 

•• 

6,S49 

207,145 

290,183 


Persons whose cases 







Con- 

Died, 

escaped 

or^ 

trans- 

ferred 

to 


On regular trial. 

Dis- 

charged 

or 

acquit- 

Sen- 

Ke- 
leased 
on pro- 
bation, 
section 
562, 

Youthful offend- 
ers dealt with 
under section 31 
of Act VIII of 
1897. 

another 

prov- 

ince. 

ted. 

tenced. 

Code of 
Crimi- 
nal 
Proce- 
dure, 
1898. 

Dis- 

charged 

after 

admon- 

ition. 

Deliver- 
ed to pa- 
rent or 
guard- 
ian, etc. 

5 

C 

7 

8 

9 

10 

(«)35 

48,312 

17,847 

406 

8 

•* 

(5)5 

1,412 

2,294 

•• 

•• 

- 

(c)92 

74,629 

38,872 

806 

43 

19 

{d)^A 

32,711 

17,587 

46 

‘3 

« » 


102 

94 

] 

j 

31 

•• 

• « 

-• 

149 

73 

3 

3 

i 


(6)153 

157,315 

76.767 

1,292 

* 59 

19 

(/)7 

2,127 

3,362 

5 

*. 

•• 

0)160 

169,442 

80,129 

1,297 

69 

1 

1 

19 


Grand Totau 



( 25 ) 


No. 4— (Criminal), 


revised statomeiit no. 33. 


in the tribunals of various classes in the year 1927 . 


were disposed oL 







victed. 










On summary trial. 


Persons 


Average 









remain- 

Number 

number 




Released 

Youthful ofieud- 


ing 

of cases 

of days 

of wit- 



ers dealt with 

Com- 

i;snder 

disposed 

during 

nesses 

Remarks. 


on pro- 

under section 31 

mitted 

trial at 

of 

which 

inexam* 



bation, 

of Act VIII of 

or re- 

the end 

during 

each 

ed. 



section 

1897. 

ferred. 

of the 

the year. 

case 


Sen- 

562, 





lasted. 



tenced. 

Code of 

T)is- 

Deliver- 







Crimi- 
nal Pro- 

charged 

after 

ed to pa- 
rent or 








ceduce, 

1898. 

admoni- 

guard- 








tion. 

ian, etc. 







11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

1,338 

53 

2 

-t 

290 

1,760 

31,811 

10 

49,199 

(^) 29 died, 5 escaped 






and 1 transferred 
to Hardoi. 





•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

58 

35 

2,112 

5 

3,468 

(b) 5 died. 

14,150 

691 

123 

33 

5,414 

4,690 

63,752 

12 

178.075 

(e) 66 died, 21 escaped 
and 5 transferred-— 










1 to Hardoi and 4 
to Gwalior. 

27,347 

2 

• * 

• • 

38 

944 

54,633 

5 

31,006 

(^) 17 died and 4 es- 
caped. 

16 

4 

•• 


6 

3 

129 

7 

10 


24 

•• 

1 

•• 

6 

83 

85 

26 

i 

317 


42,875 

750 

t 

12G 

34 

5,312 

7,520 

152,522 

r 

1 ^ 

262,075 

(e) 117 died, 30 es- 
caped and 6 trans- 










ferred — 2 to Hardoi 










and 4 to Gwalior. 

•• 

• * 




1,160 

2,100 

51 

25,704 

(/) 7 died. 

42,375 

750 

126 

34 

5,812 

3,680 

154,622 

-10 

237,779 

(cj) 124 died, 30 escaped 
and 6 transferred^ — 









1 ■ 

2 to Hardoi and 4 
to Gwalior. 



JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government of India 

Statement showing the punishments inflicted hy the various criminal 


Class of tribunal. 

P 

1 o 
0 
M 

OJ 

Ui 

d 

o 

:n 

tj 

CD 

P- 

O 

-Q 

s 

1 

Persons sentenced to — 

s ° 

3 ® 

Persons imprisoned in default of security 
for good behaviour. 

r 

Death. 

Transportation. 

j 

; Imprison- 
ment. 

> 

CD 

d 

p 

tj 

P 

d 

•P) 

o 

)■ 

i 

i 

I ^d 
; ^ 

th 

d 

‘a. 

id 

> 

o 

p P 
.2 

1-1 ^ 
o ^ 

TJ O o 
d 

0X3 0 

« _ o 

^ S 

2 2 
O N 

d CD 
O tiD ^ 
o 

r/3 y 'd 
q p d 

2 2 S 

0 O w 


Penal servitude. 

Rigorous. 

Simple, 

Rupees 10 and under. 

Rupees 50 and under. 

Rupee.s 100 and under. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

G 

7 

3 

9 

1 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

^ttbordinaU Magi- 








Rs. 




Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

'sirates* 















Honorary Magistrates 





1,816 

305 


17,684 

43 

172 


13,822 

3,439 

313 

sitting singly (sec- 








tion 14). 















Stipendiary Special 





37 

5 


2,248 




1 

342 


Magistrates "Tsec- 










* * 



tion 14). 















Stipendiary ']\Iagi- 





11,188 

748 

3 

36,163 

832 

8,017 

4,065 

1 /10 

Q 017 

1,266 

strates sitting singly 









(section 12). 















Benches of Magi- 





458 

102 


44,587; 

1 

1 

2 


42,666 

1,340 


strates {section 15). 










< ( 

District and Divisional 








1 







Magistrates, 















Ceases referred under 

. . i 




C6, 



62' 


1 





sections 347, 34& 









• * 

5 : 



and 562 of the Code 

j 




I 










of Criminal Proce- 















dure, 















Chief Magistrates of 





17 

0 


70 

1 

15 

1 




districts. 







X 


ly 

Aq 

AU 

Total 



•• 

•• 

13,622 

1,166 

3 

100,814 

886 

8,207 

i 

4,163 

83,556 

14,885 

1,698 

Courts of Sessions . . 


. . 

291 

, , 

■2,636 

30 


307 

84 

32, 

165 

2 

147 

72 

High Court f Cases 















of Judica- I com- 












* * 

« • 

« • 

tnre at ] mibted. 















A I 1 a h - j Oases 


lOi 













ahad. j refer - 













* * 

• * 

Ired, 















Gbahd TOTAn ,, 1 

98 

{ 

101 

291 

•• 

16,2S8 

1,196 

3 

101,121 

970 

8,239 

1 

4,328 83,558 

1 

15,032 

1,770 



( ’-7 ) 


No. 5 (Ckiminal). 

revised statemejit no. 36, 

tribunals during the year 1927. 


>Detail of punishment. 

Number of boys whose sentences were 
commuted to detention in a reform- 
atory school. 

Amount ‘paid as compensation under 
section 250 of the Code of Criminal 

1 Procedure of 1898. 

Youthful offenders released under sec- 
tion 31 of Act no. YIII of 1897. 

Fine« 

Imprisonment. 

Whipping. 

Rupees 503 and under. 

O 

a 

c 

cts 

O 

O 

H 

cn 

CD 

03 

pH 

P 

17 

o 

o 

q, 

tH 

m 

p 

p- 

c 

<1 

18 

Total amount of fines im- 
posed during the year, 

Total amount cf fines real- 
ized during the year. 

Amount paid by way of 
compensation under sec- 
tion 545 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 

15 days and under. 

6 months and under. 

2 years and under. 

7 years and under. 

to 

U 

c3 

P 

tr- 

<D 

> 

O 

10 stripes and under. 

20 stripes and under. 

1 30 stripes and under. 

16 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 




Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs 










Rs. 


106 

4 

•• 

181,187 

156,443 

13,344 

425 

1,437 

386 

•• 

•• 

8 

33 

2 

•• 

4,545 

11 

•• 

•• 

•• 

14,414 

14,296 

165 

26 

13 

3 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

- 

499 

38 

3 

645,900 

493,572 

56,011 

832 

6,730 

8,393 

46 

* 

** 

405 

398 

29 

33 

11,571 

223 

4 


. , 

138,312 

130,408 

3,623 

184 

366 

12 




1 

. . 

. . 

713 

.. 






* 












13 

*• 


5,185 

2,235 

1,248 

1 

40 

23 

2 


2 

2 


1 

•• 

•• 

5 

3 


6,590 

4,390 

292 

5 

12 

14 

1 

•• 

•• 

•• 

1 

1 

- 

4 

627 

45 

3 

991,588 

801,344 

74,633 

1,473 

8,598 

8,831 

49 

•* 

415 

439 

S2 

35 

16,829 

233 

77 

6 

3 

52,889 

16,942 

1,787 

32 

259 

682 

1,607 

251 

8 

68 

8 

2 

i • • 

•• 

704 

51 

■: 6 

; 10,44,477 

818,236 

^ 76,470 

1,505 

8,857 

1 

9,513 

1,656 

251 

423 

507 

40 

37 

16,829 

238 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government of 

Statement shewing the result of appeals and revisions in 






r 


Number of 


Total 






Glass of tribunal. 

number of 
appellants 
and 

Died, 

escaped or 
trans- 

Appeals 

or 

Sentence 

or 

Sentence 

Sentence 
reduced or 


applicants 

for 

revision 
before the 

ferred to 

applica- 

tions 

rejected 

order 

enhanced. 

otherwise 


another 

province, 

confirmed. 


altered. 


courts. 






1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Appeals. 







To Chief Magistrates of districts.. 

8,494 

(a)2 

329 

3,391 

•• 

1,133 

To Courts of Sessions . . 

13.612 

((1)4 

3,004 

4,731 


1,493 

HighJOourt f By persons convicted 
of Judica- j 

2,865 

(a)‘2 

779 

1,125 


316 

ture at 1 

Allahabad. ( By Government from 

97 



29 



judgments of acquit' 
tal. 







Total 

25,068 

(a)8 

4,712 

9,276 


2,947 




* 




Revisions. 







By Chief Magistrates of districts,. 

381 


2,306 

-• 

•• 

•• 

By Courts of Sessions . . 

2,753 

•• 

4,061 

•* 

• . 

.• 

High Court r By persons convicted 
of Judica- 3 

2,501 

(f^l 

660 

694 

39 

455 

ture at 1 

Allahabad. \ By Government 

40 

•• 

•• 

4 

12 

1 

Total 

5,675 

(a)l 

7,027 

698 

51 

456 

Grand TOTAL 

30,743 

1 

(a)9 

11,739 

1 

9,974 

1 

i CO 

o 

' CO 

1 
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No. 6 (Cbiminal). 


India revised statement no. 3i. 

criminal cases in the Agra Province for the year 1927 . 


persons. 

** 





RemarkSi 

Sentence 

reversed. 

Proceed- 

ings 

quashed. 

Hew trial 
or further 
inquiry 
ordered. 

Referred 
for revi- 
sion to 
the High 
Court. 

Pending 

trial. 

Average 
number of 
days during 
which each 
appeal or 
revision 
case lasted. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

2,623 


201 

, , 

810 

31 

(a) Died. 

2,510 

• • 

109 

•• 

1,161 

22 


231 

•* 

24 


388 

34 


26 

•• 

•• 

- 

42 

96 


5,390 


334 


2,401 

26 





t 


1 

Complainants against accused. 

129 

34 

292 

24 

181 ' 

26 

832 .. .. 2,669 

18 

21 

362 

352 

566 

28 

1,029 .. .. 8,328 

tf « 

436 

35 

- 

181 

33 


♦ # 

1 

1 


21 

75 


147 

492 

690 

376 

949 

29 

1,861 .. 7. 5,997 

5,537 

492 

1,024 

376 

3,350 

26 

1,861 •> •• 6,997 




PROVINCIAL STATEMENTS. 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT No. 3,— (Criminal.) 

Statement of miscellaneous proceedings under the Gode of Criminal Procedihre 

during the year 1927. 


! 

Total 
number 
of cases 

Number ci 

! 

Number of 

Number of 

Number of 


Nature of proceedings. 

before the 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

Hemarks, 

courts 
during the 

concerned. 

ed. 

convicted. 

remaining. 




year. 





i 

1 

2 

• 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1. Proceedings against witnesses, 

158 

108 

103 

68 

27 


Chapter VI (0), section 485. 







■2. Proceedings under Chapter 

1,811 

11,515* 

6,892 

i 3,891 

728 

, *Of these 

VIII — to prevent breach of 



1 4 persons 

the peace. 






died. 

3* Proceedings under Chapter 
VIII — security for good be- 
haviour, 

4. Proceedings against local nuis- 

3,195 

4,976 f 

466 

4,316 

187 

fOf these 
2 persons 
died and 

5 escaped. 


2,265 

6,547 

4,779 

673 

1,095 

anoes, Chapter X. 





5. Possession, Chapter XII. 

2,402 

7,163 

5,023 

i 1,526 

614 


6, Frivolous or vexatious accusa- 

498 

539 

21 

515 

I 3 


tions summarily dealt with 
under Chapter XX; section 
250. 




1 


1 

7, Non-attendance of jurors or 

56 

71 

52 

17 

2 


assessors, Chapter XXIII, 
section 332. 







8. Maintenance, Chapter XXXVI 

1,3S6 i 

1,403 

1,173 ? 

16S ' 

72 


9. Forfeiture of bail or recogni- 

1,095 

1,547 

1 

839 ! 

624 

84 


zance, Chapter XLII. 





10. Pr'^C'^'^d’rgs under Chapter 

157 

168 

71 

97 



X; ■. i. 563, against 

convicted ofienders released 
under section 662. 







Total * . 

13j023 

34,127J 

19,419 

11,885 

2,812 

tOf these 
6 persons 
died and 

5 escaped. 
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JUDICIAL STATEMENT No. .5A-(Ceiminal). 

Statement showing the partieulars of %vhipping inflicted by the Oriminal 
Tribunals dtiring the year 1927. 

PART I. 


Showing "WHIPPING inflicted under sections 3 and 4 of Act No, IV 

OF 1909 IN LIEU OF OTHER PUNISHMENTS. 



Number of persons awarded- 

- 

Offences for which awarded. 

5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 20 
stripes. 

21 to 30 
stripes. 

Total. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

8 

4 

5 

6 

Jfi lieu of other ptinishment Si section 3 of Act 
ho, IV of 1909. 






mi jx C section 37S, Indian Penal Code .. 

1 . Theft as defined^ ggQtjQjQ 330 ^ Indian Penal Code .. 

C section 382, Indian Penal Code . . 

2. Lurking house-trespass as defined in section 443 of the 

Indian Penal Code, 

191 
i 38 

! 1 

15 

157 

45 

3 

1 ^ 

13 

2 

1 • u 

361 

85 

4 

29 


3. Lurking house-trespass by night as defined in section 
444 of the Indian Penal Code. 

8 

24 

1 

33 


4. House breaking as defined in section 445 of the 
Indian Penal Code. 

44 j 

84 

5 

133 


5. House breaking by night as defined in section 446 of i 
the Indian Penal Code. 

29 

23 

6 

58 


Section 4 of Act No. IV of 1909. 






1. Abetment, commission or attempt to commit rape ! 
as defined in section 375 of the Indian Penal Code. 

2 

8 

•• 

10 


2. Compelling or inducing any person by fear of bodily i 
injury to submit to an unnatural ofience as defined i 
in section 377 of the Indian Penal Code. 


13 

4 

17 


3. Voluntarily causing hurt in committing or attempt- 
ing to commit robbery as defined in section 390 
of the Indian Penal Code. 

1 

2 

• • 

3 


4. Dacoity as defined in section 391 of the Indian Penal 
Code. 

•• 

5 

•• 

6 


Total 

329 

378 

31 

738 


{a) Offences under sections 336, 376, 379, 411,454 and 
457 of the Indian Penal Code. 

31 

20 

1 

52 


(5) Offences under Act IX of 1894 

- 

- 

1 

1 


Geand total 

360 

398 

1 

33 

791 


On first conviction .. 

* , 

* 


.. 776 

On re-conviction .. #. 

* . 

« 

. 

.. 15 


{a) and (6)— These sentences were passed in oontraTention of the proyisions of the Whipping 
Act lY of 
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PART II. 


Shoioing whipping inflicted in addition to othev punishments ^ section ip Act 

no, IV of 1909. 



1 Humber of persons awarded — 


Offences for whicli awarded. 

5 to 10 
stripes. 

•. . 

11 to 20 
stripes. 

21 to 30 
stripes. 

Total. 

Eemarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

In addition to other 'punishments 
{section 4). 






1, Abetment, commission or attempt to 
commit rape, as defined in section 375, 
Indian Penal Code. 

3 

32 

2 

37 


2. Compelling or inducing any person by 
fear of bodily injury to submit to an 
unnatural offence, as defined in section 
377, Indian Penal Code. 

•* 

1 

3 

4 


3, Voluntarily causing hurt in committing 
or attempting to commit robbery, as 
defined in section 390, Indian Penal 
Code. 

•• 

2 

•• 

2 


4. Daeoity, as defined in section 391, Indian 
Penal Code. 

3 

6 

2 

11 


Total 

6 

41 

7 

54 


{a) Offences under sections 379, 395 and 454 ' 
of the Indian Penal Code. 1 

1 

10 

i 

11 


Grand Total : 

7 

51 

7 

65 



(o) IliQse sentences were passed in gontc^Tention gf tlie pxoYisioas of the Whipping Aot, 
no. lY of 1909* - ^ - 
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PART III. 


Showing wlii'p'ping injlioted under section 5 of Act no. IV of 1909 -ow juveniles 

in lieu of other •punishments. 


OSences. 


1 


1. Hesistance or obstruction to lawful 

apprehension as defined in section 
224 of the Indian Penal Code. 

2. Causing coin to be of different weight or 

composition from that fixed by law 
as defined in section 244 of the Indian 
penal Code. 

3. Bash driving or riding on a public way 

as defined in section 279 of the Indian 
Penal Code. 

4. Wrongful confinement as defined in 

section 342 of the Indian Penal Code. 

5. Assault or criminal force to woman 

with intent to outrage her modesty 
as defined in section 354 of the Indian 
Penal Code. 

6. Rape as defined in section 376 of the 

Indian Penal Code. 

7. Unnatural ofiences as defined in section 

377 of the Indian Penal Code. 

8. Theft as defined in section 379 of the 

Indian Penal Code. 

9. Theft in dwelling house, etc., as defined 

in section S80 of the Indian Penal 
Code. 

10. Theft by clerk or servant of property in 

possession of master as defined in 
section 381 of the Indian Penal Code. 

11. Robbery as defined in section 392 of the 

Indian Penal Code. 

12. Dishonest misappropriation of property 

as defined in section 403 of the Indian 
Penal Code. 

13. Dishonestly receiving stolen property 

as defined in section 411 of the Indian 
Penal Code. 

14. Lurking house-trespass by night as 

defined in section 444 of the Indian 
Penal Code. 

15. Lurking house-trespass or house-break- 

ing in order to commit offence punish- 
able with imprisonment as defined in 
section 454 of the Indian Penal Code. 

16. Lurking house-trespass or house-break- 

ing by night in order to commit 
ofience punishable with imprison- 
ment as defined in section 457 of the 
Indian Penal Code. 

17. Stage carriages— section 7 of Act XYI 

of 1351. 

18. Gambling— Act III of 1867 

19. Railway — Act IX of 1890 •. 

20. Excise — Act IV of 1910 .. 

21. Motor — Act VIII of 1914 .. 

22. Criminal Tribes-— Act VI of 1924 

Total 


Number of juveniles awarded — 

5 to 10 
stripes. 

11 to 15 
stripes. 

Total. 

Remarks, 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

- 

1 


. . 

1 

1 


3 

2 

5 


• . 

2 

2 


1 

•• 

1 



1 

1 


.. 

2 

2 


13 

28 

41 


5 

4 

9 


1 

2 

3 


« . 

1 

1 


1 

1 

1 


1 

1 

2 


1 


1 


8 

3 

11 


6 

4: 

10 


1^ 


i 


6 


6 


2 

2 

4 


1 

1 

2 


, ^ 1 

1 

1 


5 

3 

8 


56 

53 

114 



On first conviction — 110. 
On re-conviction — L 

Illegal scEtefice 



( 36 ) 
PART IV. 


Showing the 'relative number of times whipping was awarded as compared with 
other punishments in cases in whieh w'vppinj might have been awarded. 





Punishment. 

Number. 

Eemarks. 

1 

2 

3 

1. Total number of whippings awarded .. 

970 


2. Total number of other punishments in cases in which whipping 
might havo been awarded. 



Total number of all punishments in cases in which whipping might 
have been awarded (total of headings 1 and 2). 

5,370 


4, Percentage of whippings on total number of all punishments (percent' 
age of heading 1 on heading 3). 

18-06 



, 




JUDICIAL STATEMENT No. 7 (Criminal). 

Statement showing use of Jut or s and Assessors in the Criminal Courts for the year 19ii. 

Number of accused persons in Jury Number of accused persons in trials 
trials. with Assessors. 


( S7 ) 
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A.— Statement showing the original work disposed of and the result of trials in 
the courts of sessions and magistrates for the year ending December 31, 


Courts of Sessions. 


Courts of Magistrates. 


Dehra Dun 

Sain ran pur 

■\ru7<-Ucarin-£ar 

Meerut 

Bulandshahr 

Aligarh 

Etah 

Almora 

Garhwal 

Naini Tal 

Bijnor 

Budaun 

Moradabad 

Bareilly 

Pilibhit 

Shabjahanpur 

Muttra 

Agra 

Parrukbabad 

Mainpuri 

Etawah 

Jalaun 

Jhansi 

Cawnpore 

Eatehpur 

Banda 

Hamirpur 

Allahabad 

Gorakhpur 

Baeti 

Jaunpur 

AKamgarh 

Mirzapur 

Benares 

Ghazipur 

Ballia 


5 81 

11 165 

24 134 

14 258 

15 167 

20 207 


14 119 


23 496 

10 177 

10 96 

36 207 


12 173 

4 211 

16 56 
10 111 

17 185 
11 201 


15 206 

24 206 


High Court of Judica- 
ture at Allahabad, 


Pending. 

Number of persons^ 
whose cases were i 
disposed of. 

Number of persons 
convicted. 

Number per cent, of 
persons (entered 
in column 9) who 
were convicted. , 

S 

9 

10 

11 

10 

3,512 

2,027 

53 

65 

9,176 

4,208 

46 

115 

7,217 

2,067 

29 

ISS 

19,229 

7,349 

38 

130 

9,437 

3,160 

33 

92 

9,908 

3,448 

35 

42 

6,840 

2,680 

39 

10 

2,007 

613 

31 

9 

2,147 

633 

29 

33 

3,147 

1,197 

38 

27 

e,52S 

1,999 

31 

79 

7,185 

3,664 

51 

66 

10,233 

4,465 

44 

123 

8,396 

4,153 

49 

24 

3,615 

1,487 

41 

55 

4,989 

2,191 

44 

42 

9,605 

5,859 

ex 

86 

9,214 

4,734 

51 

53 

6,457 

2,450 

38 

36 

3,981 

1,532 

S3 

79 

5,151 

2,174 

42 

26 

2,661 

90S 

34 

51 

6,557 

3,470 

53 

157 

18,002 

13,504 

76 

53 

2,701 

1,139 

42 

27 

4,194 

1,563 

37 

23 

2,849 

1,066 

37 

155 

22,092 

14,435 

65 

178 

19,624 

6,127 

31 

111 

9,626 

1,624 

17 

37 

6,309 

1,371 

22 

95 

7,697 

1,413 

18 

28 

3,942 

‘ 1,544 

89 

65 

14,949 

8,962 

60 

52 

5,306 

1,337 

25 

45 

4,754 

1,369 

29 

!,467 

279,237 

121,922 

44 

•• 

•• 

- 

• V 

1,467 

279,237 

121,922 

44 


( 39 ) 


B , — Statement showing the iiumber of appeals and applications for revision and 
the number of persons whose cases cams before the courts of sessions judges 
and of district magistrates on appeal or for revision with the result as 
affecting the order of the lower courts during the year 1927, 


» 

District. 


• 

Courts of sessions. 


Courts of 
magistrates. 

Remarks; 

Number of appeals and 
applications disposed of. 

Pending. 

Number of persons who 
appealed. 

Ratio per cent, of persons' 
appealing to -^persons in 
respect of whom appeal-- 
ab]e orders were passed. 

Number of appellants in 
whose cases the senten- 
ces or orders were 
confirmed. 

Ratio per cent, of con- 
firmed to decided. 

Number of appeals and 
applications disposed of. 

o 

P^ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Debra- Dun 

115 

8 

115 

63 

89 

75 

52 

9 


Saharanpur 

537 

44 

549 

67 

423 

74 

118 

6 


Muaanarnagar . . 

83-2 

42 

394 

67 

259 

74 

250 

6 


Meerut 

490 

44 

636 

52 

431 

72 

262 

88 


Buiandshahr 

305 

16 

849 

64 

234 

64 

214 

15 


Aligarh .. 

457 

17 

609 

82 

364 

61 

1S6 

23 


Etah . 

202 

16 

307 

53 

197 

68 

104 

2 


Almora 

54 

4 

49 

79 

42 

79 

20 

1 


Garhwal 

44 

7 

64 

68 

48 

61 

28 

• • 


Kaini Tal * . 

153 

11 

151 

75 

113 

71 

14 

2 


Bijnor .. 

258 

6 

377 

85 

227 

62 

108 

2 


Budaun 

539 

22 

746 

38 

464 

66 

77 

5 


Moradabad 

619 

20 

644 

64 

497 

72 

157 

29 


Bareilly - . 

332 

22 

434 

50 

274 

69 

74 

7 


Pilibhit - . 

123 

12 

168 

72 

150 

77 

52 

3 


Shahjahanpur 

45C 

51 

563 

SO 

378 

70 

108 

5 


Muttra 

453 

22 

564 

73 

383 

70 

104 

16 


Agra 

256 

13 

826 

43 

257 

79 

143 

25 


Earrukhabad 

303 

4 

392 

75 

313 

72 

102 

. 8 


Mainpuri 

312 

60 

415 

68 

293 

79 

84 

3 


Etawah 

302 

29 

384 

56 

273 

74 

131 

7 


Jaiaun 

87 

4 

88 

46 

78 

83 

64 

8 


Jhansi 

173 

15 

180 

39 

123 

72 

103 

9 


Cawnpore 

369 

54 

405 

32 

277 

75 

121 

10 


Eatehpur . . 

173 

4 

217 

88 

133 

54 

52 



Banda 

152 

20 

328 

62 

[ 211 

64 

75 

16 


Hamirpur 

107 

14 

192 

57 

79 


71 

5 


Allahabad *. 

314 

10 

394 

47 ^ 

277 

68 

166 

34 


Gorakhpur 

537 1 

68 

554 

SO 

314 

64 

279 

26 


Ba&ti 

256 

22 

863 

76 

220 

65 

221 

3c) 


Jaunpur 

140 

8 

164 

54 

91 

57 

193 

4 


Azamgarb • 

808 

9 

372 

74 

247 

63 

133 

11 


Mirzapur 

162 

7 

179 

57 ! 

71 

89 

79 

4 


Benares - . 

3S9 

29 

432 

64 

210 

58 

124 

8 


Ghazipur 

159 

a 

309 

75 

156 

53 

95 

6 


Ballia 

274 

17 

311 

83 

139 

45 

151 

4 


Total 

10,197 

759 

12,724 

1 60 

8,335 

67 

4,310 

398 



6 



( 40 ) 


C . — 'Statement shoimng particnlars regarding witnesses in the courts of sessions 
and magistrates for the year ending December 31, 1927, 


District. 


1 


Dehra Dua 

Meerut 

Bulandsliahr 

.Aligarh 

Etah 

Aim ora 

Garhwal 

Naini Tal 

Bijcor 

Budaun 

Moradabad 

Bareilly 

Pjlibhit 

Shahjahanpur 

Muttra 

Agra 

Parrukhabad 

Mainpuri 

Etawah 

Jalaun 

Jhansi 

Cawnpore 

Patebpur 

Banda 

Hamirpur 

Allahabad 

Gorakhpur 

Basti 

Jauupur 

Azamgarh 

Mirzapur 

Benares 

Ghazipur 

Baliia 


Total 


High Court of 
Judicature at Al- 
lahabad. 



! Courts of sessions. 

Courts of magistrates. 

00 cn 

O 

Ji rd 

5-1 O 

d • 

OS Si 

. 

o ” 2 

o O 0 

'g.Ss 
S ^ Es 

fe <D 

a 

O 

M 

CD 

<D CC 

a ^ 

;3 2 

ca ?-i 

CD CD 

H3 -tJ 

S ‘S • 

a ^ 
S ra 
rd 

V.-I CD a 
o ^'5 

s s 

_Q .d 02 

a Si s 

a s 

o o 

°-§ 

^ S , 
a rS 

a ^ a 

-w 

a 

d 

o 

d 

'X! W 

d cs 
o 

CCl rd 

. 

s cn 

O o 

O cci 

C/} 

^ CD 

CD ^ □ 

d rd -.H 

d t> ^ 

CQ 

CD 

X-J 

w 

CD 

o 

a a 

i-Q c5 

d M 

jd CD 

A "d ^ 

S CD d 

^ d 
d 'r) 

rd X3 
^ Gi 

5 g ^ 

'g X B 

d CD cS 

d d cj 1x3 

a s 

o o 

O CQ 

P 

5-t 2 • 

o d 

rO r x! 

3 ^ d 

d '-Cl d 

:z; 

X 

Oi 

d 

d 

o 

a 

<1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 


1,032 

1,603 

475 

1,423 

940 

920 

883 

239 

180 

1,114 

666 

1,307 

1,857 

1,182 

598 

1,992 

726 

692 

4,339 

1,196 

1,179 

413 

584 

762 

881 

818 

536 

1,422 

1,792 

604 

505 

451 

419 

804 

545 

687 

748 

1,204 

402 

1,182 

737 

842 

713 

204 

179 

937 

504 
1,235 
1,456 

912 

482 

1,201 

633 

594 

1,175 

942 

923 

303 

505 
703 
848 
529 
42^ 
967 
988 
523 
350 
403 
388 
525 
523 
519 

42 

238 

156 

190 

265 

116 

349 

50 

60 

60 

133 

224 

273 

200 

103 

389 

141 

45 

206 

158 

178 

87 

181 

167 

8 

215 

177 

304 

525 

113 
186 

53 

114 
81 

158 

136 

768 

1,197 

4 67 
990 
870 
645 
698 
141 
128 
944 
501 
813 
1,188 
976 
480 
1,385 

62l 

660 

1,077 

839 

950 

274 

446 

467 

669 

641 

406 

834 

1,542 

558 

370 

395 

319 

196 

364 

326 

Rs. 

4,196 

3,637 

1,511 

2,946 

3,277 

1,217 

1,872 

1,667 

2,623 

7,287 

1,669 

1,951 

2,752 

1,738 

1,037 

4,087 

1,891 

2,438 

2,472 

2,207 

2,793 

778 

1,880 

1,786 

1,198 

1,973 

1,694 

3,335 

4,386 

2,636 

410 

734 

1,110 

672 

1,163 

586 

4,239 
11,380 
10 532 
20,551 
10.69S 

12.025 
11,796 

l,i 26 
2, 93 
7,311 
7,176 
10,833 
9,0.18 
8,603 
2,787 
8,203 
12,073 
9,706 
10,429 
7,795 
11,268 
4,985 
10,3^0 
13,311 
5,956 
4,770 
4,149 
16,641 
1-,411 

6.025 
5,106 
6,548 
6,170 

11,977 

4,974 

5,167 

3,468 

10,02:5 

9,040 

1 7;, 407 
8,668 
10,668 
9,174 
1,784 
2,517 
4,867 
6,231 
8,722 
S,7c>0 
6,900 
2,216 
6,712 
8,906 
8,146 
8,628 
7,250 
9,796 
3,650 
6,095 
] 2,028 
5,020 
4,037 
3,528 
13,876 
14,337 
5,795 
4,657 
6,223 
f,383 
9,641 
4,188 
4,862 

184 

356 

762 

884 

910 

1,106 

485 

67 

9 

ol9 

309 

S ^6 

223 
593 
258 
462 
426 
437 
183 
174 
664 
271 
315 
893 
490 
200 

99 

507 

138 

224 
278 
280 
340 
523 
249 
283 

i 

496 

3,961 

4.2"5 

7,499 

3,718 

3,683 

3 501 

C!85 

822 

2,910 

3,599 

6,072 

3,'j46 

2,936 

1,702 

5,652 

3,715 

3,029 

3,502 

3,530 

4,027 

2,045 

4,923 

4,056 

2,129 

1,460 

1,406 

2,721 

4,224 

1,833 

1,7G0 

1,828 

788 

1,700 

2,773 

1,198 

Rs. 

2,220 
10,731 
10,189 
20,320 
10,735 
9,320 
5,957 
1,995 
2,391 
14,974 
8,' 21 
13,201 
10,453 
4,441 
2,651 
10,310 
10,874 
9,010 
6,286 
8,439 
8,806 
4,^2 
8,712 
9,014 
3,729 
2,540 
2,682 
7,797 
G,8G8 
4,793 
2,828 
3,294 
2,702 
5,701 
4,528 
2,198 

32,566 : 

25,704 

6,076 

24,145 

79,609 

310,712 

262,075 

15,237 

109,129 

2,53,462 



-• 


- 

•* 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 

32,566 

25.704 

6,076 

24,145 

79,609 

310,712 

262,075 

15,237 109,129 

i 

2,53,462 


Geahd totae.. 



( 41 ) 


D.^Stateraent showing the total amo^mt of fines imposed and realized and 
amount paid by way of compensation in the exercise of original juris- 
diction by the criminal courts in 1927. 





Courts of sessions. 

Courts of magistrates. 


• 

District, 


Total 

amount 

Amount 

Amonnt 
paid by 
way of 

Total 

amount 

Amount 

Amount 
paid by 




of fines 

realized. 

of fines 

realized. 

way of 




imposed. 


compen- 

sation. 

imposed. 


compen- 

sation. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 




Es. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Es. 

Es, 

Delira Dun 






20,960 

17,438 

1,014 

Saharanpur 

, . 

, , 

630 

. . 

. . 

36,400 

30,506 

958 

Muzafarnagar 

•• 

• • 

1,400 

659 

415 

25,478 

18,454 

2,125 

Meerut 



550 

520 


58,603 

46,843 

6,125 

Bulandshahr 



5,060 

394 


29,761 

^16,653 

4,057 

Aligarh 



1,036 

860 

•• 

29,242 

21,916 

3,077 

Etah 



1,000 



28,380 

23,967 

3,050 

Almora 



81 

* , 

, . 

8,725 

8,058 

831 

Garhwal 

• • 

• • 

328 

328 

•• 

10,605 

10,428 

665 

Naini Tal 



1,800 



14,159 

14,534 

1,108 

Bijnor 



450 

450 

25 

19,290 

14,016 

526 

Eudaun 

• • 


300 

300 

- 

30,073 

24,417 

844 

Moradabad 



16,580 

1,470 

50 

45,639 

29,227 

2,021 

Bareilly 



160 

150 


22,954 

19,524 

2,306 

Pilibliit 



400 

400 

•• 

9,751 

7,813 

391 

Shahjahanpur 



1,070 

223 


19,194 

16,021 

1,588 

Muttra 


, , 

1,335 

828 


33,288 

29,050 

1,791 

Agra 

•• 

.. 

1,200 

1,100 

•• 

48,562 

33,448 

4,380 

Earrukhabad 



3,250 

904 

195 

21,756 

14,556 

2,329 

Mainpuri 


* . 

200 

258 


14,183 

10,904 

3,516 

Etawah 

i • • 

-• 

1,950 

150 

•• 

27,248 

21,886 

2,382 

tT alaun 

* • 


100 

100 


8,437 

8,464 

601 

Jhansi 

• # 

. . 

270 

270 

, . 

18,302 

16.771 

2,433 

Cawnpore 



700 

100 


63,758 

53,604 

1,170 

Eatehpur 

* « 

.. 

50 

.. 

400 

7,931 

7,182 ’ 

884 

Bauda 


, . 

1,650 

245 

. • 

19,289 

15,612 

2,045 

Hamirpur 

•• 

•• 

100 

218 

•• 

14,424 

11,145 

1,314 

Allahabad 



1,200 

222 

.. 

79,679 

72,228 

2,821 

Gorakhpur 

, . 


4,070 

980 

3,686 


45,307 

43,230 

3,821 

Basti 

• • 

•* 

780 

450 

16,623 

13,246 

978 

Jaunpur 



300 

300 


13,020 

9,069' 

486 

Azamgarh 



350 

. . 


26,041 

18.852 

4,693 

Mirzapur 


*• 

1,620 

1,142 

100 

12,058 

11,155 

1,403 

Benares 



310 

333 

2 

69,233 

54,385 

4,893 

Ghazipur 



220 

286 

150 

27,842 

17,241 

647 

Ballia 

•• 


2,200 

266 


15,393 

9,546 

910 


Total 

•• 

62,889 

16,942 

1,787 

9,91,588 

8,01,344 

74,683 



( 42 ) 


Statement showing the result of a^i^eals and applications for revisioyi in the 

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad for the year ending December 81, 1927. 


Sessions division, 

Appeals. 

Applications for revision. 

Remarks. 

Number of persons who ap- 
pealed. 

Number of persons whose 
sentence or order was con- 
firmed. 

Number of persons whose 
sentence or order was mo- 
dified. 

Number of persons pending 
trial. 

Number of applicants, 

1 > 

Number of applicants whose 
applications were rejected 
or orders were confirmed. 

Number of applicants whose 
sentence or order was 
modified. 

Number of persons pending 
trial. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

b 

9 

10 

Agra 


171 

114 

27 

30 

133 

82 

42 

9 


Aligarh 


181 

121 

51 

9 

135 

99 

34 

2 


Allahabad 


211 

116 

40 

55 

150 

101 

35 

14 


Azamgarh 


37 

25 

11 

1 

145 

60 

62 

23 


Budaun 


116 

85 

28 

3 

75 

35 

39 

1 


Bareilly 


153 

147 

4 

2 

55 

27 

22 

-6 


Benares 


79 

50 

5 

24 

250 

CD 

104 

27 


Bulandshahr 


97 

63 

12 

22 

70 

43 

25 

2 


Oawnpore 


313 

166 

104 

43 

318 

148 

150 

20 


Barrukhabad 


107 

91 

16 


97 

59 

34 

4 


Ghazipnr 


^67 

22 

27 

17 

162 

115 

30 

17 

*Of these 1 died. 

Gorakhpur 


181 

95 

57 

29 

190 

104 

62 

24 


Jhansi 


40 

33 

4 

3 

54 

35 

11 

8 


Kumaun 


315 

243 

21 

51 

68 

IS 

46 

4 


Meerut 


tl9S 

146 

44 

7 

231 

98 

105 

28 

tOf these 1 died. 

Moradabad 


247 

141 

80 

26 

{164 

100 

57 

6 

{Of these 1 died. 

Mainpuri 


193 

133 

34 

23 

138 

76 

53 

4 


Baharaupur 


148 

60 

10 

73 

55 

24 

28 

3 


Shahjahanpur 


108 

32 

22 

4 

51 

15 

36 



Total 


§2,962 

1,933 

597 

o 

00 

118,541 

1,358 

980 

202 

§Of these 2 died. 








1 



IlOf these 1 died. 



( 43 ) 


F . — Statement slioiving the criminal business coming before the High Court of 
Judicature at Allahabad in 1927. 


Description of case, 

• 

Remain- 
ing from 
iy2C. 

Piled in 
1927. 

Disposed 
of in 
1927. 

Remain- 
ing at the 
close of 
1927. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Original business 

. . 

. . 


. . 


Total 

*• 


•• 



Appeals. 






By persons convicted by Sessions Judges .. 

90 

972 

980 

82 


By Local Government from judgments of 
acquittal. 

10 

33 

20 

23 


Total 

100 

1,005 

1,000 

105 


Beferences. 






Cases in which the Judge disagreed with the 
verdict, section 307, Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 

5 

10 

13 

2 


Cases under section 341, Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 

•• 

4 

3 

1 


Capital references under section 374, Code of 
Crimihal Procedure. 

15 

123 

121 

17 


Total 

20 

137 

137 

20 


Bevisions, 






Cases referred under section 438, Code of 
Criminal Procedure, decided by — 






(1) Magistrates .. 

6 

25 

SO 

1 


(2) Sessions Judges 

16 

. 173 

177 

12 


Cases under section 439, Code of Criminal 
Procedure, decided by — 






(1) Magistrates .. 

6 

36 

41 

1 

B 

(2) Sessions Judges 

69 

652 

631 

90 


Total 

97 

886 

879 

104 


pther miscellaneous cases 

6 

392 

393 

5 


Total 

6 

392 

303 

5 


Geand total 

223 

2,420 

2,409 

234 





REPORT 


HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE 


AT 

ALLAHABAD 


ON THE 
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FOR THE YEAR 1928 



ALLAHABAD': 

JThb Supebintbndbnt, Goveenmbnt I'EF.ss, United Pbovinoss 

1929 “ 




INDEX. 


1. 
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45 
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46 
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J —Showing undecided suits at the close of the 
year 1928, classified according to the 
years of institution 

47 

22. 

Do. 

K — Showing cases in which injunctions were 
granted and stay orders made for the 

year 192S 

4& 



Note on the Administration of Civil Justice m the 
Province of Agra during the calendar year 1928. 


L Duri^^g the year there were no changes in the location and jaris- 
diction of civil courts. The jorisdiction of the subordinate courts in 
the Kumaun judgeship was re-arranged and defined by the Court’s Noti- 
fication No. 7921/ 184-44, dated December 17, 1928. The district judge 
at Pilibhit, as he was formerly called^ is now known as the district judge 
of Kumaun and Pilibhit. 

The court of the subordinate judge at Pilibhit was converted, as a 
permanent measure, into that of a sessions and subordinate judge, with 
effect from April 1, 1928. For the convenience of the public of that 
district all appeals from the decrees and orders of the raunsif of Pilibhit 
are now preferred to the court of the subordinate judge at Pilibhit. 

The following additional help was given during the year 
Additional District Judges. 

J.gfra.'— One from January 3 to November 1 and another from Febru- 
ary 22 to December 15. 

Muttra. — August 22 to December 19. 

Allahabad. — November 1 to 30. 

Gawnpore. — The whole, year. 

Gorakhpur. — The whole *year. 

J/ia'nII' (Orai).— December 5 to 31. 

Mainpuri. — One from January 23 to August 6, and again from 
December 22 to 31. Another from March 4 to 17. 

KumauTin'^MsiY 1 to 31, again from August 18 to 25, again from 
August 26 to October 3, and again from October 3 to 16. 

The additional courts at Gorakhpur and Cawnpore are practically 
permanent. It is not expectsd that the work of these two divisions will 
ever be managed without such help. 

Additional Subordinate Judges. 

Agra, —One for the whole year, and another from October 26 to 
November 15, 

Muttra, 10 to August 8. 

Aligarh,, — One from May 12 to December 31, ‘and another from 
August 25 to September 17, 

November 26 to December 31. 

• Allahabad, ^3 anMary 3 to May 1, and again from August 1 to 
December 81, 

Mirzapur, — =March 5 to 27, again July 13 to August 13, and again 
from September 26 to October 25. 

Azamgarli^^May 25 to December 31, 

1 
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January 3 to December 31. 

'Jaunpur , — One from January S to December 31, and another from ' 
January 3 to December 31. 

Bulandshahr.— Maxch 9 to July 7, again from September 10 to 
December 31. 

Gawnpore . — March 5 to August 11^ and again from October 26 to 
December 31. 

Banda , — January 3 to April 5, and again from June 5 to December 
31. 

Fatehpur,--- Octohev 26 to November 6, and again from November £2 
to December 31. ^ 

FarruJdiabad , — One from January 3 to March 12, again from June 
]1 to July 26, again from September 15 to December 31, another from 
January 3 to November 16. 

Ballia — For the whole year. 

Gorakhpur . — One for the whole year, and another from January 3 to 
March 26. 

One for the whole year. Another from April 3 to if ay 18, 
and yet another from January 3 to 23, again from February 7 to Novem- 
ber 26, and again from December 19 to 31. 

Etawah . — From January 9 to 12 and again from January 31 to De- 
cember 31. 

Meerut.--One from January 3 to 29, and again from March S to May 
10. Another March 81 to July 1. 

Mu^iaffarnagar . — January 3 to May 5. 

l/ora<5a6acZ.— January 3 to September 3 8, again from OctdBer 26 to 
December 31. 

January 3 to July £3, and again from August 10 to 

December 31. 

Additional Munsids. 

Agra . — January 3 to November 28. 

Muttra. --'DecQmhev 1 to 31. 

Aligarh . — ^ January 3 to September 18, and again from October 26 to 
December 31. 

Allahalad.— k.pii\ 16 to December 31. 

Azamgarh.^OnB from January 3 to April 3, again from April 11 to 
August 1, and again from September 11 to December 31. Another from 
February 3 to March 22, again from May 11 to June 2, again from June 
8 to September 19, and again from October 26 to December 31. 

Bareilly.— January 3 to April 10, again from May 17 to June 23, and 
again from July 2 to December 31. 

January 3 to 16, again from February 24 to October 26, 
and again from November 24 to December 31. 

Jaunpur , — One from January 3 to April 4, and again from July 24 
to December 31. Another from January 3 ro September 18, and again 
from October 26 to December 31. 
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Cawnpore.- One from January 3 to April 28. Another from January 
3 to March 5. 

FateTipur, — September 14 to 17. 

Farrukhahad, — January 3 to 24. 

Gorakhpur, ’-Fov the whole year, except from May, 10 to 23. 

.Beoria^ — One for the whole year and another from March 25 to July 

80. 

jBasii. — January 3 to September 18. 

— January 3 to June 16, 

Bansgaon. — For the whole year^ 

Mawah, — August 17 to September 18, 

ilfemi.— Two for the whole year and the third from March 1 bo 81. 

Ghaziabad, — Two for the whole year. 

Muzaffarnagar, — July 7 bo December 31, 

Eairana, — January 3 to February 28. 

Moradabad. — June 23 to August 15. 

Bijnor, — August 15 to September 18 and again from October 26 to 
ISJovember 30. 

Aag'ma,— January 3 to April 11. 

Amroha, — December 1 to 31. 

Saharanpur, — January 3 to February 8. 

Suits. 

2. The total number of suits instituted in all courts rose from '^Judicial 
1,91,297 to 1,98,335. In the courts of the subordinate judges suits insti- Statements 
tuted fell from 7,960 to 7,443. but in district courts they rose from 72 to 
216. Suits filed on the regular side in the courts of munsifs again dropped 
from 61,591 to 54,667. This decrease is mainly noticeable in suits for 
money or movable property which have decreased from 33,967 to 25,987. 

The real explanation for this decrease is that the munsifs are now liberally . 
invested with small cause court powers, and some of the suits which 
were originally tried by the munsifs on the regular side are now tried on 
the small cause court side. This fact accounts for the rise in small cause 
court cases from 1,19,984 to 1,34,148. 

There has been a geueral increase in all kinds of suits except those 
for specific relief and to establish a right of pre-emption. Suits for money 
or movable property increased from 1,60,305 to 1,66,223. The district 
judge of Kumaun has given an explanation of marked increase of 
suits for money in Garhwal He says that the increase represents pro-J^ 
gress due to opening up of the country and jnore lawy ers. It may be 
expected to continue from year to year. The total number of suits for 
immovable property increased from 13,602 to 13,785, The marked 
variations were in Jaunpur and Meerut, in the former such suits increased 
by 145 and in the latter decreased by 215. Mortgage suits again rose by 
313 to 8,512. The district judge of Moradabad attributes the increase 
to the new Tenancy Act which has told upon the market value of'^ 
village property and so the creditors wi^h to take early steps to realize their 
money. 
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Fourteen judgeships have contributed to the increase* The largest 
rises were in Meerut 1,885, Aligaifi 1,028, and Cawnpore 1,020, Six 
districts where institutions fell were Allahabad 318, Azamgarh 820, Shah- 
jahanpur 817, Pilibhit 258, Farrukhabad 79, and Gorakhpur 57. The 
/decrease in Gorakhpur is attributed to poor harvest and to the fact that in 
the court of the munsif of Bansgaon a large nuiiiber of suits had been filed 
iu the previous year as limitation for. the correction of settlement entries 
was about to expire. In Aligarh the rise was entirely in small cause 
court suits. In spite of the failure of crops institutions have risen in 
Benares where the rise was attributed in the past to good harvests.^ The 
prevailing scarcity and partial failure of crops is said to be responsible for 
the decreases in Shahjahanpur and Allahabad and for the increase in Mee- 
rut, due it is said to the debtors failing to pay their creditors towards the 
^ end of the year. Possibly the same economic factors produce opposite 
jresults in different places according to the varying temperament of the 
Ipeople. 

3, The number of cases disposed of rose by 8,218 to 2,03,454. The 
pending file was, however, higher than in the preceding year and rose by 
809 to 36,145. It has been explained below how the suits for disposal 
were larger in number than the number of institutions. 

All judgeships except four contributed to the increase in disposals. 
The highest figures are returned by Bulandshahr 1,747, Meerut 1,510, 
and Moradabad 1,214. The districts which report a decrease are Far- 
rukhabad 709, Pilibhit 819, Bareilly 340, and Mainpuri 24. 

. Six judgeships show a decrease in pending files. The noticeable 
decreases being in Bulandshahr 752, Shahjahanpur 466, and Moradabad 
153. The increases are marked in Azamgarh 519, Farrukhabad 464, 
and Pilibhit 290- 

The total Dumber of suits for disposal before the courts rose fx'om 
2,30,572 to 2,39,699. This figure besides institutions within the year 
and those pending from the previous year includes suits received on 
remand under Order XL<, rule 28, revivals under Order IX, rules 4, 8, 
9, and 13 and Order XXII, rule 9 and also re-trials on reviews under Order 
XLVII, rule 4. Excluding those decided on a reference to arbitration the 
number of suits decided after contest rose from 44,186 to 45,169. The 
increase is mainly due to disposals by the small cause courts and unpaid 
tribunals who respectively contributed 2,249 and 232 more cases. The 
decreases of 1,367 and 119 in disposals by the munsifs and subordinate 
judges fairly correspond to the fall in institutions in those courts. 

The total number of suits pending for more than three months rose 
from 8,774 to 11,116, 

They have increased in all classes of subordinate courts. Taken 
districtwise the highest number of such cases are in Gorakhpur 1,563, 
Azamgarh 1,126, and Meerut 1,065. Azamgarh and Meerut contributed 
553 and 425 respectively to the total increase of 2,342 cases. This set 
hack in the satisfactory figures of last year is to some extent due to the 
pressure of work caused by the increase in litigation. 

It was poinied out in the report for 1927 that the demand made on 
the Provincial Service has increased considerably in filling vacancies of 
officers of the Indian Civil Service, specially created posts of sessions 
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judges and seats on benches to try election petitions, Temporaryi 
appointments which necessitate frequent transfers dislocate the judicial and| 
administrative work of civil courts. In spite of these handicaps the civil 
courts have so far satisfactorily dealt with the increase*in litigation. 

Excluding suits decided on a reference to arbitration the number of 
contested suits disposed of by district judges again decreased from 49 to 36 
and 4 )f uncontested suits increased from 26 to 57. The number of 
sessions trials rose from 1,240 to 1,295, criminal appeals increased from 
6,964 to 7,214 and so also miscellaneous cases from 4,602 to 4,6T2. 

The following table shows the miscellaneous w'ork disposed of by the 
district judges in the larger judgeships - 


Cases. 

u ^ 

p 

p) 

d 

c3 

c8 

CQ 

Meerut. 

Aligarh, 

Moradabad. 

ei 

hO 

< 

‘m 

d 

.2 

Benares. j 

Q 

f-t 

0 

a 

a 

1 
o 

Allahabad. 

W 

g. 

PX 

Ml 

c3 

. O 

O 

Miscellaneous 

Insolvency 

Total 

236 

88 

328 

54 

219 

23 

169 

279 

106 

163 

12 

269 

# 

113 

246 

286 

67 

192 

145 

824 

382 

242 

169 

385 

175 

382 

246 

353 

337 * 


Jurisdiction under the Insolvency Act was exercised by the same 
subordinate judges as in 1927. 

A summary of the work of subordinate judges and munsifs and of 
courts of small causes^ during the year is contained in the following 
table 


Courts. 

Pending 

from 

1927. 

I GCotal for 
disposal. 

Disposed of 
after 
contest. 

1 

Pending for 
more than 
a year. 

Small Cause Courts 

«• 

15,072 

1,39,732 ! 

20,780 

5 

Munsifs (Regular) 

•• 

15,657 

72,725 

21,767 

247 

Subordinate judges (Regular) 

•• 

2.678 

10,516 

2,992 

253 


The number of cases pending for more than a year in the courts of 
subordinate judges and munsifs rose from 208 and 223 to 253 and 247 
respectively, and in small cause courts fell from 11 to 5. The largest 
number of such cases pending were in Gorakhpur 73 and Azamgarh 57. 
Delays in the disposal of suits are strictly watched by the Court byi^ 
scrutiny of explanations of long pending suits and a large majority of suchl 
delays are due to causes beyond the control of trial courts. 

The total number of regular and small cause court suits disposed 
of by subordinate judges increased by 2,230 to 38,164, The nutn- 



( 6 ) 


ber of contested suite decided increased from 7,543 to ^ 7,992. The 
vi outturn of work done by the subordinate judge of Ghazipur may be 
quoted for emulation by other judicial officers. He decided 79 contested 
suits with 123 misceilaneous cases, 453 appeals, and 7 sessions trials. 

The total number of suits disposed of by munsifs decreased from 
1,17,162 to 1,14,714. The number of contested suits decided also fell 
from 31,420 to 30,909. The outturn of regular suits contested wa^ the 
highest in Cawnpore. Azamgarh, Nagiua, and Bisauli courts have also 
done well. As the jurisdiction of the courts of the munsifs varies between 
Es. 2,000 and Es. 5,000, the statistical figures alone do not fairly represent 
the work done by individual officers. 

In Naini Tal, Almora, and *Garhwal the 1st class Assistant Collectors 
have limited jurisdiction up to Es. 5,000 and are styled subordinate judges, 
while the Deputy Commissioners have full pecuniary jurisdiction of a 
subordinate judge. The suits decided by slibordinate judges mainly 
consist of suits which are decided in other parts of the province by the 
munsifs. The Deputy Commissioners in the three districts had only 17 
suits in their courts. 

Duration. 

Judicial 4. As the number of sessions trials increased by 55 and criminal 

Statement appeals by 25 Of the district judges and additional district judges were 
no- 9, part L devote to civil work only 1,820 days against 2,209 days last year. 

The disproportion between the time spent in civil and criminal work is 
very great in some places. The district judges at Moradabad, Budaun, 
and Allahabad spent only 33, 34, and 37 days in civil work against 
203,212, 198 days in criminal work, Criminal work monopolises the 
/attention of district and sessions judges more and more every year 
and in many divisions these officers are district judges merely in name. 
They have no time to watch and direct the work of their subordinate 
judicial officers and are, therefore, lacking in the control which used 
to be exercised by them a dozen years ago. 'Subordinate judges also 
have a large amount of criminal work to attend to and are not able to 
devote to original and appellate civil work that amount of undivided 
attention that is necessary for the disposal of intricate civil work. The 
court has recently noticed a deterioration from that standard of excellence 
and accuracy which the civil work had attained some yeai’fe ago. Having 
regard to the recruitment of district and sessions judge from the list of 
subordinate judges it is essential that they should be invested with 
/sessions powers fairly early in their service to gain experience, but if the 
^insistent pressure of criminal work continues to increase as it has done 
Iduring the past few years, the question of separate criminal court and 
Icivil court judicial officials will have to be seriously considered. The 
variations in the average duration of contested and uncontested. suits in 
the different classes of courts are shown in the following table ; — ■ 


Class of court. 

Contested. 

Uncontested, 

1927. ' 

1928. 

1927. 

1928. 

District Judges . . • . * 

.. 146 

217 

154 

120 

Subordinate Judges*" .. 

183 

17S 

44 

75 

Munsifs .. ,, 

.. 126 

128 

60 

63 
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The average duration in the following subordinate judges courts was 
very high — Basti 894, sessions and subordinate judge, Muttra ^ 481, 
and Pilibhit 409. The variations in duration for some courts are 
explained In the additional subordinate judge’s coifrt at Shahjahanpur 
the high duration was due to the decision of the Powayan Raj case which 
was pending for some years. In the Moradabad munsifi the long dura- 
tion is attributed to the fact that parties there fight out suits of small 
valuation with the utmost of their energy The Court, however, believes 
that much improvement would result if some district judges took a 
greater interest in their administrative duties. In Jhansi duration in 
contested and uncontested cases fell from 75 and 40 to 54 and 29 because 
constant warnings by the district j^udge on monthly slips proved effective. 

In Cawnpore there was a satisfactory fail from 109 to 81 in the durationi 
of contested suits. These examples may be mentioned for the guidaucel 
of other district judges. 

The increase in the provincial average for district courts is due to the 
small time given to civil work by the district judges by reason of their 
entire time being spent practically in the trial of sessions cases and cri- 
minal appeals. 

Description and value of suits. ^ 

5. The value of suits instituted in the different classes of courts has Judicial 

varied as follows : — Statement 

no. 8. 

Ra. 

Munsifs’ courts ,, .♦ .. Increased by 15,73,193 

Small Cause Courts . . . . . . Increased by 23,50,385 

Subordinate judges’ courts .. Decreased by 8,51,17,908 

District courts *♦ «* •• Decreased by 2,44,232 

The total value of suits filed again fell from Rs. 11,31,67,028 to 
Rs. 8,22,39,659. The number of suits exceeding Rs, 500 in valuation but 
not exceeding Rs. 1,000 fell from 10,541 to 10,277 aod suits exceeding 
Rs. 10,000 in valuation decreased by 24. The number of suits of other 
valuations increased in the aggregate by 7,326. The marked variation in 
values was in the courts of subordinate judges where the total valuation fell 
from Rs. 7,56,02,412 to Rs. 4,04,84,504. The decrease in the Agra judge- 
ship alone was Rs. 2,38,56,919, as the valuation for the previous year had 
been swollen by one suit in the subordinate judge's court at Muttra. 

The net decrease is mainly attributable to the falling off in the number 
of suits of very high valuation, The district judge of Moradabad, is of 
opinion that, as the new Agra Tenancy Act has reduced the market value 
of village property by enhancing the value of tenants' rights, the mort- j 
gagees take early steps to realise their money and that the valuation of I 
title suits will fall by reason of interest not being permitted to accumuJl 
late. 

Appeals. 

6. The total number of appeals before the courts subordinate to the judicial 

High Court decreased from 14,519 to 13,880. In spite of the decrease by statement 

639 appeals, the pending file increased by 786 to 5,379. The number of ap- no. lO, 

peals pending for more than three months also increased from 2,238 to 2,821, 
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The average duration of appeals however was 152 against 159 in the 
previous year. Including appeals from the decisions of revenue courts xhe 
total number of appeals disposed of fell from 11,516 to 9,755. The notice- 
able falls were in Bufeudshahr 365 and Agra 285. Ghazipur has shown an 
improvement as the number of appeals decided increased by 205. _ Most of 
the judgeships show an increase in the pending file from 8 in Pilibhib to 
207 in Bulandshahr, Farrukhabad and Gorakhpur reduced the :^les by 171 
and 127, respectively. 

The number of appeals summarily rejected in district judges' courts 
under' Order XLI, rule 11, increased from 19 to 41. This small increase is 
disappointing when it is noticed that out of these the district judge of 
Agra Dr Bennet (now Mr. Justice Bennet) alone so disposed of 22 regular 
appeals. 

/ In 10 districts no appeal was surnmarily dismissed. From the reports 
received by the Court it is clear that in most places the appeals are auto- 
^.matioally admitted. The district judge of Aligarh doubts whether the 
systematic use of Order XLI, rule 11, in district courts is worth while. He 
Ithinks that there would probably be a very great waste of judicial time and 
ivery little relief to respondents. In the opinion of the Court the judge 
does not take into account the effect a close watch on appeals will have 
in putting a stopito hopeless appeals, which are instituted with the sole 
.object of putting off the evil day of the execution of a decree. If the 
courts before admitting an appeal, would take the trouble of read- 
jing or even cursorily glancing through the judgment of the trial 
]court and the grounds of appeal, they would find that some of the appeals 
jshould not be admitted without a preliminary hearing under Order XLI, 
/rule 11, and only those appeals may be directed to bj put up for summary 
hearing. The salutary provisions of Order XLI, rule 11, when applied 
judiciously create a moral effect in the litigant world apart from the 
ultimate saving of judicial time by weeding out untenable appeals. 
Automatic admission encourages dishonest and frivolous appeals and the 
courts should be on the watch to stop unnecessary hardship to successful 
^litigants. 

The following table gives the total of the different kinds of appeal for 
disposal, decided and left pending in the district and subordinate judges^ 
courts : — 


Appeals in the courts of— 

Pending 
at the close 
of 1927. 

Total for 
disposal. 

Decided. 

Pending at 
the close 
of 1928. 

1, District Judges — 





Civil (Regular) • . , , 

2,123 

4;949 

2,452 

2,497 

Miscellaneous 

198 

806 1 

544 

262 

- Rent 

930 

2,395 

1,254 

1,141 

2. Subordinate Judges— 





Oivil (Regular) ,, ,, 

2,470 

; 8,931 

! 6,049 

2,882 

Miscellaneous • . 

52 

361 

262 

99 
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The disposal of civil and crimiaal ap'peals aowd sess'ons cases were 
particularly high in the following district judges’ courts 


_ 1 

Civil ap- 
peals. 

Criminal 

appeals. 

Sessions 

trials. 

Sliahjalianpur . , 


. . 

. . 

157 i 

466 

lOS 

Mainpuri 

• • 

• • 

• • 

125 

508 

^ 89 

Budaun 

• * 

. . 

.. 

95 

468 

77 

Agca 

• • 

•• 


214 

397 

61 


High Court. 


" 7. The number of Judges of the High Court was increased from 11 
to 12 with effect from November 5, 1928, when Mr. Justice Chaiidhri 
■Niamat-uldah took his seat as an Additional Judge, The services of all 
the 12 Judges were however not available to the Court as the vacancy creat- 
ed by the retirement of Sir Cecil Walsh, was not filled up during the year. 

The Hon’ble Chief Justice Sir Grimwood Mears, k.c.i.e., Kt., was on 
leave from April 10 to August 8, 1928. During this period the Hon’ble 
Mr. Justice S. M. Sulaiman acted as Chief Justice and in his place the 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Chaudhri Niamat-ul-lah was appointed as a Puisne 
Judge, 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice S.R., Daniels, i.e.s,, who was on leave, retired 
from February 1, 1^28, The Hon’ble Mr. Justice E. H, Ashworth, i.e.s., 
was appointed a Puisne Judge and the Hon’ble Mr. Justice C. H, 

B. Kendall, x.c.S., was appointed an Additional Judge. 

JThe Hon’ble Mr, Justice B. J, Dalai, i.G.s., was on leave from May . 
27 to June 26, and from December 13 to December 22, 1928. 

Tbe Hon’ble Mr. Justice E, Lindsay, ic.s., was on leave from April 
S to August 8, 1928, and the Hon’ble Mr. Justice E. Bennet, i.es., 
officiated for him during this period. The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Lindsay, 
retired with effect from October 26 , 1928. The Hon’ble Mr. Justice' C, 
H, B. Kendall, i.o s , was appointed a Puisne Judge and the HoiPble Blr, 
Justice C. M. King, c.i E., i.e.s., was appointed an Additional Judge. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice E, H. Ashworth, icC.s,, was on leave from 
March 9 to August 8, 1928, during which period the Hon’ble Mr. Justice 

C. M. King, C.I.E., I.C.S., acted for him from March 12, 1928. 

The Hon’ble Sir Cecil Walsh, K.o,, was on leave from February 
23 to August 8, 1928, and the Hon’ble Mr. Justice J» 0. Weir, K.C.. 
acted for him during this period. The Hon’ble Sir Cecil Walsh, K.C., 
retired from October 26, 1928. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice G. P. Boys \vas on leave from July 12 to 
August 8, 1928. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Iqbal Ahmad vacated his seat as an Addi- 

tional Judge on March 1, 1928, ancj the Hon’blo Mr, Justice Surendra 

Nath Sen took his seat as an Additional Jud^e on that date. 

. * ^ 

2 
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statement showing the worlc of the Hon’ble Court for 1928, 



Pending 

Filed 




Class of cases. 

at close 

in 

Total. 

Decided. 

Balance. 


of 1927. 

1928. 



Full Bench Bef&i^encQs, 




- 


First appeals .. *. 

. , 





Second appeals 

1 

4 

5 

4 

1 

Miscellaneous 

. . 

, . 




Oriminal *, 

. . 

, . 




Divorce Act 

8 

12 

20 

10 

’ 10 

Bemh of three Judges. 






Eefecences under Legal Practioners 

1 

6 

7 

7 


Act no XVinoflS79. 





, 

Bench of two Judges, 






Begalar first appeals . . 

1,165 

435 

1,600 

384 

1,216 

Execution first appeals 

81 

87 

168 

74 

94 

Appeals under letters pateet 

111 

190 

301 

66 

235 

Kegular second appeals 

802 

748 

1,550 

463 

1,037 

Execution second appeals 

20 

47 

67 

43 

' 24 

First appeals from order 

123 

230 

353 

173 

180 

Miscellaneous company matters.. 


• 



Income-tax references 

1 

8 

9 

5 

4 

Criminal appeals 

58 

279 

337 

280 

67 

Criminal revisions 

19 

63 

82 

71 

11 

Orirninal references 

6 

37 

43 

35 

1 8 

Civil revisions 

19 

135 

154 

68 

86 

Single Judne, 






Kegular second appeals 

2,417 

1,262 

3,679 

1,662 

2,017 

Execution second appeals 

60 

63 

123 

60 

63 

Appeals from order . . * . 




Criminal appeals 

Criminal revisions 

64 

72 

‘*803 

686 

”867 

758 

’*816 

710 

51 

48 

Criminal references .. 

9 

158 

167 

156 

11 

Begular criminal trials 



Kegular civil suits 


. 1 

1 

1 


Matrimonial suits 

7 

4 

11 

6 

5 

Testamentary suits .. 





Company matters 

** 16 

14 

30 

12 

** 18 

Execution first appeals 

8 

17 

25 

18 

7 

Civil revisions 

mi. 11 J11 Tilt -r 

' 167 

226 

393 

I 

229 

164 


__ ^ ui j'-'u courts 3jt 

Gorakhpur, Basti, Jhansi, Cawnpore, and Fatehpur, while the Hon’ble 
'^Mr. Justice Lai Gopal Mukerji inspected the courts at Dehra Dun. The 
judicial work of the subordinate civil courts is also controlled by watching 
sta’teroenbs of work and scrutiny of the quarterly statements 

of all suits and execution applications pending over one 3 mar and by the 

^issue of proper orders on those statements. The total number of regular 
appeals before the Court fell ^from 7,678 to 7,517; appeals from original 
decrees, decreased by 197 and those from appellate decrees by 21. 
Appeals ^ under section 10 of the Letters Patent, however, increased by 57. 
The institution of those appeals is likely to decrease in future by reason 

Letters Patent from February 1, 1929, under 
which such an appeal can now be filed only with the permission of the 
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judge delivering judgement in second appeal, The pending file increased 
from 4,664 to 4,743. Of these, appeals pending for more than three months 
numbered 4,137 as compared with 3,894 at the close of the previous 
year. 

Appeals summarily Sjected under Order XLI, rule 11, Code of Civil 
Procedure, decreased from 922 to 752. The total number of miscellaneous 
appeals before the Court slightly fell from 356 to 358, but the pending 
file rose from 144 to dSO. As regards the pending file of the Court, 
while work which could be disposed of by a single Judge has decreased, that 
within the jurisdiction of a bench of two or more Judges has increased. 
The .Court’s time is increasingly occupied in disposing of criminal 
appeals, particularly those triable by bench of two Judges by reason of 
Government appeals from acquittals and appeals in gang cases. On a 
consideration of the above statement, the conclusion may be drawn that 
11 Judges just managed to cope with work represented by one years 
institutions. The large arrears of civil work remained as before. 

Application for execution of decrees. 

8. The total number of applications for the execution of decrees before 
the courts increased from 1,92,663 to 1,94,875. In the courts of the dis- 
trict judges, subordinate judges and munsifs it fell by 212, 1,138, and 
2,976, respectively, but rose in the small cause courts by 6,232 ; 8 judge- 
ships contributed to this increase. The largest increase 989 being in 
Meerut and the largest decrease 449 in Moradabad. 

The total number of applications disposed of rose by 5,979 to 1,49,203. 
Meerut was easily the first with a total disposal of 19,457 applications and 
with an incivase of 2,145. The largest decrease in disposal 534 was reported 
from Shahjahanpur. The pending file decreased by 1,509 to 32,,187. The 
pending file was reduced in 13 judgeships. The largest decrease 589 was 
reported by Meerut and the largest increase 280 by Aligarh, Applications 
pending over three months increased from 9,500 to 10,416. Fourteen 
judgeships contribute towards the increase. 

The provincial average of the percentage of fructuous applications fell 
from 50 to 49. The highest percentages were those of Ghazipur 68 and 
Azamgarh 61 and the lowest those of Agra S3 and Kumaun 43, 

The centralization of the execution work of the courts at headquarters 
has nob yet passed its experimental stage. It is reported from some judge- 
ships that the pressure on the staff of the execution courts is increasing and 
some relief is necessary. Proposals will be made to the Government after 
the whole position has been reviewed on the reports of the district judges. 
The district judge of Allahabad reports that the decrease in the percentage 
of fructuous applications is due to the fact that many decree-holders 
apply for execution of their decrees in order bo keep the decree alive and 
suffer the applications to be struck off without taking any steps. This is to 
a great extent true of other places also. The district judge of Agra, 
Dr. BeDnet(now Mr. Justice Bennet) considers that the low pai(tprocess-ser- 
vers contribute towards the unsatisfactory result in execution proceedings as 
they are liable to be won over by the judgment-debtors. The Court endorses 
his opinion that “ it is impossible to obtain honest and efficient work from 
men paid at the miserable rates prevailing and has made recommenda- 
tions for relief in this respect. The Court is confident that better pay 
will attract a belter type of process-servers and thereby aa improvement 
in the execution work will be eSected. Though the work of the process* 
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servers is carefully checked by means of the pro cess-servers* dia ry and the 
pe#nskiegifita^ under Chapter XV, rule 6 of the General Eules 

Civil, one cannot wonder if men, who are not paid a living wage, succumb 
to temptation, 

sA A centralised system of execution ought to work 'well but it fails 
Decause judicial officers di.dike this kind of work and those put in charge 
take no interest therein. A Judge of this Court found during inspection 
that the execution work was in charge of an officer,^ who cordiafly detested 
this class of work and looked forward to the time when ho could try 
original suits. That is where, in the opinion of this particular Judge ^ of 
this Court, district judges distracted by the large amount of cnminal 
work fail in the discharge of their administrative duties. Every cTistrict 
judge ought to know that an experiment of a centralised execution 
de'partment to be successful should be carried out by a judicial officer 
who believed in it and a district judge who had the time and inclination 
for administration wmrk ought to discover within a week or two whether 
a particular judicial officer was suitable or not to try the experiment. 
Such a discovery should not be left to be made during the rare visit of 
a High Court Judge. 

In the courts of those subordinate judges who disposed of more than 300 
applications on the regular side, the highest percentages of fructuous appli- 
cations were those of Meerut 66, Bulandshahr 65, and Moradabad 64 ; 
the lowest those of Allahabad 45 and Agra 55. Including the applica- 
tions tiled both on the regular and the small cause court sides these courts 
disposed of 27,813 applications during the year as against 24,735 in the 
previous year. 

The total number of such applications disposed of in the court'bf the 
munsifs rose from 96,784 to 97,538. Of those courts in which on the 
regular side more than a chousaud applications were disposed of daring the 
year the highest percentages were those of Kairana (Meerut) 87, Aligarh 
Havali 68, and Meerut 63 ; the lowest those of Muttra (Agra) 3l, Fate- 
habad (Agra) 32, Moradabad 37^aad Jalesar (Aligarh) 37, 

Village munsifs. 

9. The number of village munsifs’ courts was 70, seven less than in 
1927, and of these only 62 worked during the year. The total number of 
suits instituted in these courts again fell from 6,037 to 5,o69, of which 
2,127 were on oral contract. The number of suits disposed of otherwise 
than by transfer to the courts of regular munsifs fell from 5,869 to 5,318. 
The pending file increased from 142 to 214. The total value of the suits 
instituted decreased from Es. 1,21,881 to Rs. 1,16,005. No applications 
for revision against the decision of these courts are reported as against 
8 in the previous year. 

No notificaiion under the United Provinces Village Panchayat Act of 
1920 was published in 1928 abolishing any of the village munsifs’ courts. 

Honorary munsifs. 

10. The number of honorary courts working during the year was 41 
and the total number of suks disposed of rose from 12,894 to 14,125. 
The number of contested cases rose by 270 to 1,801. The highest dis- 
posals were in Farrukhabad district where six courts disposed of 2,116 
suits of which^408 were contested. The bench at Gorakhpur, the second 
bench at Allahabad, and the second bench at Farrukhabad disposed of 649, 
853, and 542 suits, out of which 122, 119, and 117 were congested, 
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The Court aeknowledges the valuable help ungrudingly rendered by fche^ 
honorary miiosifs and takes this opportunity to thank them for their §ense 
of public duty. 

Geneeal. 

11. Kumaun . — ^The original civil work in Kumaun is still entrusted^ 
to the revenuo oiicers. The question of creating regular courts of mun- 
sifs and snbordinate judges is now before the Government, and the Court 
has aa’reed to the charrge on certain conditions regarding the provision of 
suitable buildings for the accommodation of the civil courts. The geogra- 
phical conditions of the country and the small valuation of the civil litigation 
make it impossible to provide each sub-division with a regular civil court 
or with peripatetic courts without a ^prohibitive cost to Government. The 
appointment however of a sessions and subordinate judge who would 
periodically visit Ranikhet (or Almora) and Lansdowne is necessary to 
give rcdief to the district judge and to bring speedy justice to the resi- 
dents of Garhwal. The question also will have to be considered whether 
the district judge of Kumaun should not be relieved of the charge of the 
Filibhit district. The General Rules Civil, corrected up to January 31, 

1926, have been made applicatble to the revenue courts in Kumaun exer- 
cising civil jurisdiction with certain modifications due to local condi- 
tions. 

The number of parties ordered to attend in person under Order V, Examination 
rule 3, was 34,631 and out of these only 14,704 were ei^mined. The of parties, 
figures for the various judgeships show that in some places due care isl 
not taken in ordering the personal attendance of the parties, with the resultr*^ 
that the number of parties actually examined is disproportionately small | 
compared to the number of parties ordered to attend in person. In the 
court of the munsif of Bansgaon only 198 parties were examined. out of. 

1,521 summoned. The noticeable figures are tliose of Benares, Gorakhpur, 
and Meerut, where 1,276, 977, and 898 parties only were examined out 
of 4,360, 2,918, and 2,504 summoned or ordered to appear in person. 

It is satisfactory to note however that 52,001 parties were examined other- 
wise than by an order of personal attendance. 

The number of witnesses summoned was 2,95,329, out of whom only Witnesses. 
1,77,329 witnesses were examined. The tendency of sunamoning a large||^ 
number of witnesses unnecessarily is noticeable in many districts. The 
following table shows the number of witnesses summoned and those ex- 
amined in some judgeships : — 

Number of Number of 

witnesses witnesses 

summoned. examined. 


22,177 11,228 

15,057 6,629 

28,186 9,152 

12,021 4,916 

This tendency of calling witnesses unnecessarily should be vigor- 
ously put down by the courts. The district judge of Mainpuri hasj 
instzmcted the subordinate courts that when unnecessary witnesses have| 
been deliberately summoned by a party, the fact should^be taken into 
consideration when awarding costs, This salutary advice should be followed 
by all civil courts. 


Judgeship. 


Gorakhpur 
Allahabad , , 
Gawnpore . . 
Bareilly 
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Insolvency 

cases. 


Buildings. 

Major 

works. 


Minor 

works, 


The number of insolvency cases before the courts during the year 
agaii) rose from 3,052 to 3,171. Petitions presented by the creditors as 
well as by the debtors increased. In Benares insolvency cases are increas- 
ing abnormally.. There were 142 cases during the year against 40 cases 
in 1920. In Saharanpur insolvency petitions rose from 142 to 212. 
The district judge attributes the rise to the greater facility with which credit- 
ors collect their dues through a receiver in preference to suits in which they 
have to produce a larger amount of evidence and pay s> large amount of court 
fees to the Government. An ugly feature of insolvency administration during 
the year under report has been the unsatisfactory work of some of the 
Official Receivers. It is desirable that the insolvency judges should see 
that the receivers do not retain money^ unnecessarily in their hands and 
keep regular and correct accounts. A regular audit by competent and 
reliable auditors other than legal practitioners is very necessary 

During the financial year 1928-29 no provision was made for court 
buildings costing over Rs 20,000. The Court, however, records its appre- 
ciation of the help given by the Government during the current year. They 
have allotted a portion of the amour. t required for five major projects in 
the budget for 1929-30. The amounts allotted total Rs. 2,10,000 and in 
addition to this amount a sum of Rs. 34,702 has been allotted for structural 
alterations in the High Court building. After duly acknowledging the 
generous response made by the Government in providing funds during the 
year 1929, the Court expresses the hope that necessary provision in 
the budget fo:Pthe next financial year will be made for meeting the other 
urgent demands. The district judge of Moradabad after his inspection 
of the munsif’s court at Nagiua says, “ Not only have I never seen such 
a court house, but I never imagined, until I’ went to 'Nagina, that such a 
court house could exist in a civilized country.^’ The court would only add 
that Nagina is by no means a solitary exception. 

For minor works costing up to Rs, 20,000 an allotment of Rs. 86,000 
was made with Rs. 25,000 in addition as a non-recurring grant. With 
this total grant of Rs. 61,000 the Court was able to meet some of the 
most pressing needs for minor works, but a number of necessary works 
had to be kept pending on account of the insufficiency of the grant. 
Many urgent projects for electric installation in courts are held over for 
want of funds. The need for residential quaiters for the munsifs in some 
places is unquestionable. The Court once again pleads for a generous grant. 

Ear CoiinciL — As already reported in the last yearns report, the 
Indian Bar Councils - Act came into force with effect from June 1, 1928. 
The first meeting of the Bar Council was held on August 6, 1928, and the 
Council has started under the presidentship of Mr. B. E. O^Conor, Bar.- 
at-law. Advocates are now enrolled according to the rules made by the 
Bar Council with the previous sanction of the Court. The list of senior 
Advocates practising in the High Court under whom candidates for 
enrolment as Advocates are to receive their preliminary training, has 
been approved by the Court. A list of the mofussil Advocates under 
whom the new Advocates receive training is under the consideration 
of the Bar Council. The tribunals constituted under section 11 of the 
Bar Councils Act have given relief to the Court in dealing with cases of 
professional or other misconduct against Advocates. 

Alpaiabad: L. D. JOSHI, 

Dated July 19, 1929, Megistrar, 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Gortespouding to Govern meut of 


statement showing the number of judicial divisions and the number of officers 







Total number of officers exercising 




Number 

Number 

original or appellate jurisdiction. 




of 

district 

judge- 

ships. 





Judgeships. 

Area. 

Popula- 

tion. 

of sub- 
dis- 
tricts. 

Judges 

of 

High 

Court. 

District 

and 

Addi- 

tional 

Judges. 

Small 

Cause 

'Court 

Judges. 

Subor- 

dinate 

Judges. 

i 

2 

3 

4 ^ 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 


sq. nis. 







• 

Baharanpur 

S,P22 

1,149.714 

1 



I 

2 

4 

Meerut • . • » 

3,9-5 

2,293,339 

1 

10 


2 

1 

7 


3,666 

1,891,505 

1 

10 


2 

. . 

5 


4,159 

1,933,835 

1 

10 


2 

1 

3 

Bareilly 

1,579 

1,013,875 

1 

5 


1 

1 

1 

Shahjahanpur .. •. 

Agra 

1,726 

3,305 

839,115 

1,543,20.3 

1 

1 

4 

11 


1 

4 

** 1 

2 

5 

Farrukhahad 

1,683 

856,638 

1 

4 


1 

• • 

3 

Mainpuri .. . 

3,365 

1,481,559 

1 

9 


2 

• • 

2 

Jhansi 

5,133 

1,011,938 

1 

10 


1 

• • 

1 

Cawnpore 

9,271 

2,854,415 

1 

18 


2 

1 

7 

Budaun .. .. . 

2,014 

975,343 

1 

5 


1 

• • 

1 

Allahabad 

7,226 

2,128,628 

1 

13 

r • 

2 

1 

5 

Bulandshahr .. 

1,904 

7,330 

1.066,519 

1 

4 


1 

• • 

2 

Gorakhpur 

5,192,053 

1 

11 


3 

1 

6 

Azamgarh 

2,213 

1,528,657 

1 

6 


1 

. . 

2 

Pilibhit and Kumaun 

1,350 

431,601 

1 

11 


2 

• » 

'4 

Benares 

2,5 3 

2,056,417 

1 

7 


1 

1 

4 

Ghazipur 

2,615 

1,663,298 

1 

6 

’*12 

1 

. • 

3 

H’gh Court at Allahabad . . 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

- . 

• * 

Total 

68,415 

31,916,746 

19 

160 

12 

31 

9 

67 


NM * — This return does not include any figures relating to Village Munsifs. The figures relating to Eeveuue 


JUDICIAL STATE 

Oorrcsponding to Government of 


Statement showing the number and description of civil 


Class of tribunals. 

Suits for 
money or 
movable 
property. 

Suits for 
immovable 
property. 

Suits for 
specifio 
relief. 

Suits to 
esta.blish a 
right of pre- 
emption. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

COXJETS IN THE INTEBIOE, 

I — Civil Courts, 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub-divisioaal tribunals 

Small Cause Courts .. i ' 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 
Chief courts of districts .. 

Total 

Sdeerior Court 

Grand totad 

1,828 
25,987 
1,34,148 
- 4,238 

22 

14 

12,631 

’ 1,090 

’ 4,050 

544 

1 

3 

2,502 

" 315 

3 

1,66,223 

13,785 

4,595 

2,823 



.. 

*.• 

1,66,223 

13,785 j 

4,595 

2,823 
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MENT NO. I-(CiviL). 

India revised statements nos. 25 and 26. 


exercising original or appellate jurisdiction on the last day of the year 1928,- 



Total number of cases decided. 

T * 

Munsifs. 

Grig 

inal. 

Appeals. 

J-Ou3il XOtSiX 

receipts of charges of _ 

all the" all the Remarks, 

Regular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

■r, - 1 

_ L».., ; 

Misoel- 
\ 1 . 

courts. eSurts, 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

. 15 16 17 






* Rs. Rs. 

4 

11,525 

2,790 

293 

46 

{a) (a) 

11 

24.011 

5,549 

666 

69 

1,24,22,005 1,47,71,773 {a) The figures in columns 15 and 

7 

16,717 

4,264 

477 

46 

16 relate to the combined 

9 

22,050 

4,858 

425 

56 

receipt and charges of civil, 

3 

5,852 

2,389 

252 

46 

criminal and revenue courts 

2 

4,o:6 

1,368 

228 

16 

. including the shares of charges 

6 

15,011 

3,264 

437 

93 

of district administration^ 

4 

5,524 

1.810 

453 

28 

* 

5 

0,730 

1,8S2 

342 

38 


3 

8,642 

1,490 

124 

16 


8 

12,754 

'3,510 

475 

48 


4 

8,391 

2,254 

265 

28 


4 

9,4o3 

2,244 j 

400 

41 


3 

10,995 

2,373 

171 i 

24 

M 

11 

13,773 

5,531 

1288 ! 

77 


5 

4,243 

1,851 

405 

22 


4 

■ 9,790 

1,496 

305 

36 


8 

9,514 

3,203 

832 

43 


5 

4,417 

1.672 

663 

83 


.. 


497 

2,774 

li3 







(«) {a) 

106 

> I 

2,03,454 

54,295 

11,275 

979 

1,24,22.005 1,47,71,773 


Appeals are not included in column 13 of this statement under the orders of the Government of India. 


MENT No. 7 — (Civil). 

India revised statement no. 27. 


suits instituted in civil courts in the year 1928. 


Mortgage 

suits.’ 

Suits re- 
lating to 
religious 
and other 
endow- 
ments. 

; 1 
1 

Matrimo- 
nial suits. 

Testa- 
mentary 
suits. 1 

Other suits 
not falling 
under any 
of the 
previous 
heads. 

Total. 

Remarks. 

6 1 

7 

8 

9 1 

10 

11 

12^ 

2 

* 7,509 

* 1,001 : 

51 

• « 

4 

26 

* 

3 

412 

’* 55 

22 

51 

4 

8 

7 

1,424 

** 192 
134 

1,857 

54,667 

1,34,148 

7,443 

216 

For figures regarding ViUaga 
Munsifs, see separate re- 
turns. 

1 

8,512 

81 

492 ; 

^ 63 

1,757 

1,98,331 


*• 


4 


1 

4 

/ 

8,512 ' 

81 ; 

496 

63 

1,757 

1,98,335 ^ 

f 


3 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 


Statemer^ showing the number and value of suits instituted 


Class of tribunals. 

Number of suits instituted 

Not 

exceeding 
Rs. 10. 

Not 

exceeding 
Bs. 60. 

Not 

exceeding 
Es. 100. 

Not 

exceeding 
Bs. 500, 

1 


3 

4 

5 

COUETS IN THE INTEEIOR. 

J.— Civil' Courts, 

Unpaid tribunals ■ .. .* •* 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

Small Cause Courts 

District courts other than chief courts of ^ dis- 
tricts 

Chief courts of districts . . 

Total 

Superior Courts 

Grand Total 

37 

, 1,747 

2,715 
101 

1 

755 

9,226 

36,994 

735 

2 

4S7 

6,690 

40.459 

776 

4 

669 

21,676 

52,357 

2,215 

12 

4,601 

47,712 

48,416 ' 

1 

76,829 



• 

• • 

4,601 

47,712 

48,416 

76,829 


JUDICIAL STATE' 

Corresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the general remit of the trial of civil cases 

Part I — 


Number of suits 


^ Class of tribunals. 


Total 
number 
of suits 

Trans- 
ferred to 
courts 
in other 
prov- 
ioces. 



Without contest. 



before , 
the 

courts. 

Without 

trial. 

Compro- 

mised. 

Decreed 

on 

confes- 

sion. 

Decreed 
ex parte. 

* 

Dis- 
missed 
ex parte. 

1 


2 

3 

4 


.. 

7 

8 

Courts in the interior. 

I. ^ Chief Courts, 

Unpaid tribunals . . 


16,444 


2,431 

2,265 

1,351 

6,225 

1 

1 1 

52 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 


72,725 


6,760 

9,372 

2,660 

16,100 

468 

^mall Cause Courts 


139,732 

. • 

15,447 

1,387 

16,335 

11,336 

59,333 

^907 

District courts other than chief 

courts 

5 10,516 


845 

396 

2,2^2 

133 

of districts. ' 

Chief courts of districts 

# • 

171 

• . 

[ ■ 

17 

8 


20 

12 

. Total 


239,588 

.. 

25,042 

28,815 

15,743 

83,900 

1,572 

Superior Court 

0 • 

11 



• • 

•* 

3 


Grand Total 

•• 

239,599 

•• 

26,042 

28,815 

1 15,743 

83,903 

1,572 
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MENT NO. 8— (Civil). 

of India revised statement no, 28. 

in the Civil Courts in the year ] 928. 


in difierent courts, 

Number of 
suits, the 
value of 
which 
cannot be ' 
estimated : 
in money, i 



Not 

exceeding 
Es. 1,000. 

Not 

exceeding 
Rs. 5,000. 

♦ 

Not . 1 
exceeding 
Rs. 10,000. 

Exceeding 
Rs, 10,000. 

Total value 
gt suits. 

Remarks, 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

m 

11 

12 






Es. 


8*338 

1,623 

301 

1 

j 

6^895 

1,522 

*983 

6oO 

9 

95 

160 

1,65,149 

2,60,70,194 

1,60,28,445 

4,04,84,504 


15 

21 

9 

12 

140 

4,91,367 


10,277 

8,438 

992 

662 

404 

3,22,39,659 


•• 

- 

* 

• • 

4 

- 


10,277 

8,438 

992 

832 

408 

8,22,39,659 



MENT NO. 9- (Civil). 

India revised statement no. 29. 

in the courts of original jurisdiction in the year 1928* 

Civil Suits. 


disposed of 




• 

Pc'- dir g 

£. ■' : L : 

close of 
the year. 

Number 
of cases 
per ding 
1 :.:: than 
three 

months at. 
the close of 
the year. 

Average duration 
of suits. 

On reference to 
. arbitration. 

With contest. 

Contest- 

'ed. 

Unoon- 

tested. 

For 

plaintiff. 

For de- 
fendant. 

Judgment 
for plain- 
tiff in 
whole or 
in part. 

Judg- 
ment for 
defend- 
ant. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

116 ■ 

44 

1,320 

821 

2,319 

498 

i 65 

34 

924 

282 

14,993 

5,568 

15,598 

6,989 

128 

63 

. 444 

216 

17,486 

2,634 

15,604 

2,381 

# 57 

43 

143 

41 

1,938 

875 : 

2,541 

1,213 

178 

75 

•• 

*• 

24 

12 1 

78 

30 

217 

120 

1,627 

583 

35,756 

9,410 

86.140 

11,111 

97 ^ 

47 

•• 

- 

2 


6 

5 

S6 ’ 

27 

1,627 

CO 

CO 

85,758 

9,411 ' 

36,145 

j 11,116 

98 

' 

47 ** 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Governmefit 

statement showing the general result of the trial of civil 

Paet II— 


Class of tribunals, 

Total 
iiuinber 
of suits 
before 
the 

courts. 


Number of suits disposed of — 

Trans- 
ferred to 
courts 
in other 
prov- 
inces. 

Without 

triTl. 

Without contest. 

Compro- 

mised. 

Decreed 
on con- 
fession. 

Decreed 

parte. 

Dis- 
mised 
ex parte. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

COUETS IN THE INTEEIOE. 

I . — Oivil Courts, 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid siTb‘divisionaI tribunals 

Small Cause Courts 

District courts other than chief courts 
of districts. 

Chief courts of districts 

Total 

SupEBiOB Court 

Grand total 

1,110 

34,683 

12,010 

10,003 

6,666 

•• 

81 

4,G41 

2,142 

1,207 

, 747 

33 

1,978 

677 

277 

43 

80 
937 
^ 163 
162 

.203 

447 
9,913 
2,699 
• 3,137 

2,119 

20 

1,209 

441 

286 

' 258 

63,489 


8,818 

3,008 

1,595 

18,315 

2,214 

806 


3 


-• 

76 

96 

64,295 

•• 

8,8-21 

3,008 

1,595 

18,391 

2,310 


judicial state 

Corresponding to Government 

statement showing the business of the 

Pabt I— 


— — — j- 

— 

j 

] 

Dismissed 




Total 



for 


Heatd 


Trans- 
ferred to £ 

Appeals 

summarily < 

default, 




number 

}rder XLI, 



Cla *s of tribunals. '■ 

)f appeals 

courts 

rejected, 

rules 17 



belore 
the , 

courts, j- 

in other c 
pro’vinces. 

)rder XLI, 
rule 11. 

and 18 or , 
otherwise 
not pro- 

Oonfitmed. 

Modified. 


1 



secuted. 


• 

' ~ i “ 

2 1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Courts in the interior. 



13 

309 

69 

17 

Chief appellate courts other than 

8,931 

.. 

chief courts of districts. 

Chief appellate courts of districts . . 

4,949 


41 

219 

39 

10 

Total 

13,880 

. . 

54 

528 

108 

27 

Court at the seat oe Government. 



S 

58 

1 


f Appeals from origi- 

1,797 

• . 

ft 

• * 

i nal decrees. 



704 

20 

99 

Q 

T i. X Appeals from appel- 

Chief Court of ‘ decrees. 

5,419 

•' 

0 

Province, j ^ppgals under sac- 

301 


45 


•* 

* • 

1 tion 10 of the 
b . Letters Patent. 



« 




Total , , 




78 

103 

3' 

. Grand TOTAL*' 

21,397 

1 

806 

606 

j ■ 211 

30 
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ME NT No. 9 -(Civil). 

of India revised statement no.-30. 

cases in the courts of original jurisdiction in the year 1928. 

Miscellaneous cases— (Judicial). 


_ 

Pending 
at the 
close 
of the 
year- ^ 

i 

Number of 
cases 
pending 
more than 
three 
months at 
the close 
of tho 
year. 

Average duration 
of suits. 

Remarks. 

On reference to 
arbitration. 

• 

With contest. 

Con- 

tested 

Uncon- 

tested. 

1 

[ 


For 

defend- : 

anti 

Judgment 
for plain - 
tih in 
whole or 
in part. 

Judg- 

ment 

for 

defend- 

ant. 

9 

13 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 ■ 

17 

9 

5 

218 

• 

53 

164 

26 

1 

1 

25 


139 

108 

7,061 

4,157 

4,495 

814 

47 

35 


38 

26 

2,288 

1,494 

2,052 

392 

45 

40 


7 

9 

1,824 

1,170 

1,926 

745 

73 

49 


4* 

8 

638 

592 

1,054 

434 

98 

50 


197 

15-6 

12,029 

7,466 

9,691 

' ’ 2,411 

54 

38 


• . 

•• 

188 

184 

309 

193 

151 

86 

1 

197 

156 

12,167'^ 

7,650'" 

10,000 ' 

2,604 

55 

88 ! 

1 


MENT No. 10 — (Civil). 

of India revised statement no, 31. 

Civil Appellate Courts in the year 1928 . 

Appeals from decrees. . 


ex jparte. 

Contested. 

Pend- 

ing. 

Of these 
pending 
more 

than three 
months. 

Average 

duration 

of 

appeals. 

Objection 
under 
order XLI, 
rule 22 
of the 
Code of 
Civil 

Procedure. 

Reversed. 

Remand- 

ed- 

Confirmed. 

Modifi- 

ed. 

Revers- 

ed. 

Remand- 

ed. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

4 

3,496 

793 

1,118 

182 

2,882 

1,562 

146 

318 

12 

2 

1,418 

291 

335 

85 

2,497 

1,259 

166 

161 

30 

6 

4,914 

1,084 

1,483 

267 

5,379 

2,321 

152 ' 

482 


• • 

291 

t8 

57 

9 

1,317 

1,285 

793 1 

36 

20 

4 

953 

96 

256 

73 

3,191 

2,656 

664 

S3 

! 

•• 

13 

2 

6 

m 9 

235 

196 

246 

• « 

20 

4 

1,257 

156 

r 1/ 

.319^ 



, 4,743 

4,137 

596 

119 

50 

10 

6,17b 

1,240 

1,802 

349 

10,122 

6,958 

261 

601 
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JUDICIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 
statement showing the business of the 
Part II.— Miscellaneous 


— ~ 




Dismissed 

for 

default, 
order XLI, 
rules 17 
and 18 or 
otherwise 
not 

prosecut- 

ed. 

0 

- 

Heard 

Class of tribunals. 

Total 
number 
of appeals 
before the 
courts. 

Transfer- 
red to 
courts in | 
other 
provinces. 

3 1 

Appeals 
summarily 
rejected, 
order XLI, 
rule 11. 

4 

Confirm- 

ed. 

6 

Modified, 

7 

1 

Counts in the inteeior. 

Chief appellate courts other than 

361 


• • * 

22 

¥ 

6 

3 

chief courts of districts. 

Chief appellate courts of districts .. 

S06 


14 

37 

33 

2 

Total . * ! 

1,167 

' 

14 

59 

39 

* 5 

Court at the seat of Government. 

« 

Chief Court of - 

353 


92 

• • * 

6 

• • 

Province^ ^ Second appeals . . 

•• 

•• 

• • 

• • 


« « 

Total 

353 

*• 

i 

j 92 

•• 

6 

• « 

Grand TOTAL 

1,520 

•• 

106 

59 

45 

6 
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MENT No, 10— (Civil). 

of India revised statement no. 32. 

civil appellate courts in the year 1928 , 

APPEALS (Judicial). 


cx parte. 

■ 

Contested. 




Objection 
under 
order XLI, 
rule 22 
of the 
Code of 
Civil 

Procedure. 

Ke versed* 

Eemand- 

ed. 

t 1 

1 

Confirmed. 

Modi- 

fied. 

Revers- 

ed. 

» 

j 

Remand- 

ed. 

Pend - 
ing. 

Of these 
pending 
more 

than three 
months. 

A*^erage 
duration 
of appeals. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

! 15 

16 

17 

6 

« 

3 

116 

3 

73 

I 

30 

99 

37 

106 

2 

4 

•• 

286 

19 

112 

37 

262 

141 

94 

3 

10 

3 

402 

22 

185 

67 

361 

178 : 

1 

m 

93 

5 



a 

— # 







- 5 


* 38 

9 

21 

2 

ISO,: 

132 

208 

• ft 

m « 

•• 

•• 

- 

•• 

m 

- 

•• 

•• 

ft 

5 


38 

9 

21 

2 

180 

132 

208 

i 

*• 

15 

3 

^ 440 

31 

206 

69 

541 

i 310 

1 117 

5 




PKOVINCIAL STATEMENTS 
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Statement A,~Skowing the result of proceedings on applications for the 


Class of tribunals. 

Total number of 
applications for 
the execution 
of decrees before 
the courts, f 

By transfer. 

Applications 

Satisfaction 
obtained in 
full. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

OOUHTS IN THE INTEBIOR. 




* 

Unpaid tribunals 

1,179 

69*^ 

179 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals .. *. 

99,804 

8,559 

20,862 

Small Cause Courts . . * 

75,066 

2,255 

11,226 

District courts other than chief* courts of districts 

18,155 

2,171 

3,681 

Chief courts of districts .. 

671 

453 

56 

Total 

1,94,875 

13,507 

36,004 ■ 


(a) The diftsceace of 22 between column 2 and total of columns 3 to 7 is due to 22 oases being 


ST^TEME^T B(]), — ProceedH^gs in insolvency under the Provincial Insolvency 

of petitions presented under section 7 of the Act and 


Insolvency petitions 


Class of Courts, 

Number dealt with. 

Number 

Pending at the close of previous 
year. 

Presented during year. 

Received by transfer. 

Total. 

Transferred. 

Withdrawn under section 14. 

I 

By composition or scheme of 
arrangement under section 38. 

By debtors. 

By creditors. 

Under arrest or im- 
prisonment. 

Not under arrest or 
imprisonment. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Court# other than chief 

518 

148 

770 

61 

200 

1,695 

. 

171 

6 

courts of districts. 










Chief courts of districts , . 

339 

•138 

922 

55 

. 22 

1,176 

221 

231 

2 

. 

Total 

857 

• 284 

1,692 

116 

222 

3,171 

221 

402 




( 27 ) 


execution of the decrees of the civil courts in the year ^1928* 


disposed of— 




1 Amount 

realised. 

I Number of applications* 

Satisfaction 
obtained in 
part. 

Wholly 

infructuous. 

Pending at 
the end of 
the year. 

Kumber of 
applications 
pending 
more than 
three 
months at 
the close 
of the 
year. 

• 

With the 
issue of 
process. 

Without the 
issue of 
process. 

On which 
the judg- 
ment debtor 
was impri- 
soned. 

On which 
he was 
arrested but 
released 
without 
imprison- 
ment. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 





Rs. 

1 

1 Rs. 



152 

562 

217 

79 

18,669 

424 

2 

75 

19,909 

33,692 

^ 16,782 

6,399 

62,98,119 

3,12,621 

785 ' 

1,747 

14,694 

35,352 

11,539 

2.^41 

15,96,843 

1,22,177 

874 

2,573 

3,613 

5,143 

3,564 

1,656 

83,80,836 

3,74.310 

66 

179 

11 

66 

85 

41 

41,829 

10,398 

1 

2 1 

2 

38,379 

74,820 

32,187 

10,416 

1,63,36,296 

8,19,930 

1,729 

4,576 


transferred to the Oollector’s Court after proceedings were taken in part satisfaction. 


Act, V 1920, during the year 1928, showing the nicrr,her and results of insolvency 
the number of .insolvents before the courts. 




Debtors adjudged to bo insolvents. 


^ ® Tj 

^ ® ^-<11 

disposed of — 

Debtors sentenced under section 69. 

Undischarged insolvents sent for 
trial under section 72(2). 

Number before the court. 

Disposed of — 

Remaming undischarged at close of y 
including insolvents who have be 
refused discharge or whose discha 
remains suspended under section 

(2)(6). 

By order of 
adjudication 
under sections 
27 and 28. 

Dismissed under sections 25 
and 26. 

Total. 

Remaining undischarged at 
close of previous year. 

Undischarged received by 

transfer. 

Adjudged to be insolvents during 
year. 

Total. 

cu 

u 

cn 

CQ 

a 

c? 

u 

B 

Died. 

Discharged 

Total. 

Absolutely under section 
41(2)(a). 

Conditionally under section 
41(2)(c). 

i 

Receivers being 

appointed. 

•Receivers not being 
appointed. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

25 

496' 

141 

CO 

o 

1,217 

4 

1 

3,500 

711 

723 

4,934 


13 

172 

71 

253 

4,684 

243 

248 

122 

1,067 

. . 

11 

3,921 

2 

,577 

4,500 

712 

3 

213 

88 

966 

3,534 

739 

389 

525 

2,284 

4 

12 

7,421 

713 

1,300 

9,434 

|712 

16 

385 

109 

i,219j 8,215 
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Statement B(2), — ProceBdings in insolvency under the Provincial Insolvency 

receivers and the progress 


Class of courts. 

Number of insolvents’ estates in 
the bauds of receivers. 

Amount of creditors' claims 

Pending at 
the close 
of the 
previous 
year, 

Placed in 
char^'e of 
a receiver 
during the 
year. 

Ponding 
at the-- 
close of 
the year. 

Unsat is Tied 
and pondmg 
at tno close 
of the - 
previous 
year. 

Proved. 

1 

2 

■^3 

4 

5 

6 





Rs. 

Bs. 

Courts other than chief; courts of 

967 * 

523 

1,491 

53,01,370 

7,36,827 

districts. 






Chief courts of districts 

1,136 

295 

933 

47,25,078 

6,02,157 

Total 

■ 2,153 

SIS 

2,427 

1,00,2«,948 

13,8S,9S4 1 


Statement C(I). Showing general result of*the trial 0 / suits instituted in 


Judgeships. 

Districts. 

Number of Courts. 

Number of suits before 
the Courts. 

. Number of suits 

c3 

0 

>> 

4 = 

w 

B 

0 

u 

Jao 

.2 

a 

CD 

(a^ 

Instituted. 

Received under sections 
. 30 and 31. 

Total for disposal. 

Transferred by 
district mun- 
sif TO his own 
court : section 18. ^ 

7ithc 

'Tf 

O 

o 

03 CO 
!-< 

^.2 

il 

CT 

Plaint withdrawn : t-i- 
section 34. 

Suits dismissed; 
section 69. 

. 

c 

<13 

CO 

§ 

03 

03 a 

o.S 

03 43 

ft 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Meerut 

Meerut 

1 

.. 

121 

, , 

121 

11 


19 

• • 

39 

Moradabad 

Bijnor 

6 

1 

1,423 

2 

1,426 

41 

205 

105 

144 

252 

Bareilly 

Bareilly 

11 

32 

561 

2 

595 

3 

. . 

40 

2 

167 

Bhahjahanpur 

Shahjahanpur 

10 

10 

1,012 

10 

1,032 

38 

2 

111 

. , 

105 

Budaun 

Budaun 

22 

23 

1,562 

11 

i,eoi 

39 

6 

110 

, . 

437 

Agra 

Agra 

1 

6 

16 

. . 

22 

7 

. . 

3 

, . 

5 

Mainpuri .. 

Mainpuri 

6 

4 

597 

12 

613 

12 

j 8 

89 

, . 

65 

Gorakhpur. . 

Gorakhpur 

13 

* 41 

277 

7 

325 

22 

2 

29 

•• 

30 

1 


Total 

70 

122 

5,569 , 

44 

5,735 

173 

1 

j223 

506 

j 

1 146 

1 1,100 

1 


( 29 ) 

Act V, of 1920, during the year 1928, showing the number of estates in the hands of 
made in winding them tip. 


dealt wHli during the year. 

Amount of insolvents' assets realized and outstanding. 

Remarks, 

Satisfied. 

UDeatisBed 
and pending 
at the close 
of the 
year. 

Amount of 
realized assets 
ip the hands 
of receivers 
at the close of 
the previous 
year. 

Gross 
amount 
realized 
during the 
year. 

Total 
amount of 
disburse- 
ments. 

Amount 
remaining 
in the hands 
of receivers 
at the close 
of the 
year. 

, 7 

S 

9 

* 10 

11 

12 

13 

* Es. 

E3. 

■Bs. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Rs. 


3,06 242 

82,37,536 

2,55,333 

4,16,740 

3,78,272 

2,91,238 


3,29,393 

40,53,736 

1,68,023 

2,19,405 

2,39,946 

91,564 


6,36,135 

1,22,96,272 

4,23,356 

6,36,145 

1 6,18,218 

3,82,802 



the courts of the Village Munsifs during the year 1928. 


disposed of. 

With 

contest. 

is 

^ c3 

.. 

m 4^ 

Number of smts. 

Remarks. 

Without contest. 

Total of columns 9 to 1 
disposed of omitting 
fers. 

Pending at the close of 
the year. 

Pending more than 
two 11 onths at the 
close of the year. 

'55 

sj OD 

HD d 

O) O 

.rf 

d ^ 
d w 

h’Gcreed on con- 
fession: sections 
29 Slid 33. 

o 

CD • 
cn 

<D 

is 

l.§ 

a-^ 

o 

O 

Settled by oath : 
section 35. 

Judgment for 

plaintiff ]n 

whole or in part. 

Judgment for 

defendant. 

Q 

13 

14 

15 

■ 16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

17 

1 

30 

2 

1 

. . 

109 

1 

• 


61 

84 

371 

80 

21 

49 

1,372 

13 

•• 


69 

76 

S3 

6 

11 

12 

466 

126 

122 


223 

i7y 

254 

69 

22 

5 

970 

24 

•• 


238 

244 

347 

76 

46 

36 

1,540 

22 

•• 


1 

1 

2 

, . 

2 

1 

15 

•• 

•• 


142 

147 

74 

33 

25 

10 

593 

8 



57 

25 

128 

2 

5 

5 

283 

20 

6 


803 

757 

1,289 

1 268 

133 

118 

^ 6,848 

214 

128 




Statement C{2)*^3howing the number of suite instituted in the Courts of the Village Munsifs during the year 1928, 


( 30 ) 



Gorakiipuc «. Gorakhpur 



Statement C(3 ). — Showing the number and value o f suits instituted in the courts of the village Munsifs during 

the year 1928. 



( 32 .) 

STATSMEsr T) Showing the xoork done by District Judges in 1928. 


Judgeship* 


Saharanpuc .. 

Meerut 

Meerut Additional 
Aligarh 

Aligarh Additional 
Bulaudshahr . . 
Moradabad 

Moradabad Additional 

Bareilly 

Bhahjahanpur 

Budaun 

Agra 

Agra Additional I 
Agra Additional II 
Agra Additional III 
Mainpuri 

Mainpuri Additional 
Parrukhabad .. 

Cawnpore 

Cawnpore Additional 
Allahabad 

Allahabad Additional 
Gorakhpur 

Gorakhpur Additional I , 
Gorakhpur Additional II 
Azamgarh 
Benares 
Ghazipur » . 

Jhansi 

Kumaun and Pilibltt . 
Do. Additional . 
Total 


93 


133 1 4.612 


711 


Original suits. 

i 

Applications tor 
execution of 

O! » 

o 'X3 

n d ' — ' 

“1 rd 

rH 

Appeals. 

1 

Oriminal appeals. 

Criminal applica- j 
tious for revision. 

Eegular. 

1 52 

§ 

J 

Sessions triate. 

ai 

! Subordi- 
nate 

CD 

tlO M 

a p 

Court of 1 
Revenue. 1 

Total. 

o 

d 

a 

'o 

o 

02 






■ 

— 


[ 


5 

I •• 

236 

1 6C 

1 6S 

8c 

J 207 


1 










4^ 

1 37 

316 

85 

4 

1 

323 

15 

26 


47 












25 

37 

330 

'lOl 

. . 

. . 

47 

20 

28 

83 

131 












7 

40 

448 

53 

2 

4 

219 

4 

‘ 133 

55 

192 

13 

53 

316 

53 

4 

1 

55 

9 

266 

So 

361 

30 

43 

102 

30 

2 

8 

199 

7 

3 

30 

40 

11 

62 

258 

55; 

1 

6 

169 

3 

17 

14 

84 

3 

51 

506 

58 



103 

16 

27 

88 

131 


48 

130 

24 

4 

6 

161 

22 

62 

25 

109 

46 

48 

288 

60 

13 


126 

21 

49 

87 

157 

7 

108 

466 

81 

• • 

2 

70 

35 

29 

31 

95 

28 

77 

468 

39 

25 

43 

279 

23 

137 

84 

244 

54 

61 

397 

75 

1 

•• 

62 

9 

14 

16 

89 

2 

10 

5 

1 

• • 


1 1 



7 

7 

•• 

4 

30 

4 


* • 


* * 

*• 

•• 

•• 


1 




4 

163 

15 

42 

68 

125 

21 

89 

508 

93 


•• 



13 

4 

17 






•• 

81 

34 

13 

76 

123 

3 

50 

239 

43 

13 

24 

246 

7 

7 

36 

50 

12 

55 

372 

57 

2 

7 

351 

28 

9 

66 

103 

rs 

43 

75 

17 

^3 

2 

286 

10 

19 

33 

62 

31 

27 

246 

71 


• • 


• • 


•• 



1 




5 

192 

22 

138 

12 

167 

6 

16 

201 

5 

• 

1 

106 

26 

127 

36 

1S9 

■42 

36 

241 

33 


2 

25 

22 

180 

42 

250 

13 

53 

186 

187 

1 

1 

229 

IS 

135 

23 

176 

19 

26 

151 

79 

5 

10 

269 

27 

90 

34 

151 

16 

42 

309 

123 

2 


174 

78 

. 2 

100 

181 

14 

42 

121 

6S 

1 

5 

414 

10 

22 

19 

51 

10 

47 

184 

51 

5 

1 

20 

199 

64 ■ 

4 

267 

31 

56 

143 

26 

— 



- ^ 

*• 

-l—l 

•• 

•- 

* . 

31 

73 

7 


IJll 


1,254 3,706 


544 1,295 7,214 


1,535 
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Statement E , — Showing the work done hy Subordinate Judges in 1928. 





Suits. 


for 

of 

TO 

CD 

TO 

Appeals. 


TO 

A a 

0 0 








0 



. 


'ft 3 




<» 



“ d 

TO 

Q - 


d 

TO 

CD 

ft 

ft 

ft > 
2 


Judgeship Powers. 

« 

c3 

w 


nd 

CD 


0 2 • 
40 s 

c3 d «D 

d 

S *0 


CD 

d 

c3 

TO 

d 

ca 

ce 

u 

r-i 0 

d 



rd O 

P 

0 ^ 

P 

CD 

d 

0 

Q 

C3 

0 

EH 

CD 0 

'ft ^ ii 

< 

1| 

'H 

5=0 

CD 

P 

"o 

0 

TO 

1 

•S 

TO 

TO 

0 

CO 

1 

fj 

0 

t| 

Q 


Saharanpur I g®^‘ q* * 

13 

31 

27 
« 24 

88 

5 

128 

60 

51 

. . 

78 

88 

1 

13 

•• 

•• 

7-i 

0 

ft 

a 

Saharanpur II q** 

1 , 2 k 

1,423 

2 

380 

2 

3,057 

2,368 

1,799 

59Q 

269 

79 

• • 

6 

•• 



Sessions and Sub- Eeg. .. 

, . 

. . 

, . 

, . 

4 • 



, . 

19 

46 

7 

c3 

ordinate Judge. 












ce 

Sessions and Subordi- Eeg. . . 

, . 

, , 

1 

1 



2 

1 

11 

36 

9 

Uj 

nate Judge Addi- 
tional. 

Total 













1,298 

1,474 

476 

3,248 

4,218 

945 

169 

2 

49 

82 

16 


( Meerut , . . . Eeg. . . 

22 

27 

58 

107 

528 

360 

il8 


10 




Meerut Additional I Reg. .. 

17 

35 

55 

107 


15 

114 

, , 

18 




Meerut Additional 11 Eeg. .. 

1 

2 

19 

22 

. . 


17 

. . 

. . 




Assistant Sessions r Eeg. .. 

# • 

, . 

2 

2 

93 

76 

124 

, . 

45 


• 


and Subordinate < 












■*=> 

Judge, Meerut. ( 8. 0. C, 

270 

447 

158 

875 

262 

45 

.. 

, . 




SH 

Temporary Sessions Eeg, . . 

.. 

, . 

. , 

• . 

• . 

• . 

ir2 

. . 

4 

7 

i 

c? 

and Subordinate 













Judge, Aleerut. 













Muzaffarnagar . . ^ g q* * 

16 

312 

51 

426 

26 

62 

93 

790 

260 

1,236 

208 

187 

151 

37 

86 

*• 

•• 


MuzaSarnagat Ad- f Reg. .. 

7 

5 

19 

31 


, , 

40 

. . 

, , 




ditional. ^ S. C. 0. 

442 

924 

140 

1,506 


81 

•• 


•• 

•• 

• • 


Total 

1,087 

1,917 

529 

3,533 

2,379 

922 

576 

87 

113 

7 

1 

1 

Aligarh J 

20 

2,000 

28 

2,871 

56 

462 

104 

6,333 

341 

3,495 

288 

548 

2 

•• 

1 

•• 

•• 


Aligarh Additional I Eeg. .. 

12 

. . 

17 

29 

, . 

27 

10 

, . 

, , 



^ 1 

Aligarh Additional II Reg. .. 


. , 

• • 

, . 

, . 

, . 

34 

1 

, , 




Sessions and Subordi- Reg. .. 

**6 

13 

17 

36 

115 

121 

9 

2 

65 

234 

28 


nate Judge, Etah. 












<3 

Sessions and Sub- Eeg. 

. . 

1 

J. 

, . 

1 

• • 

• « 

10 

. . 

, . 

* , 


( 

ordinate Judge, 

Etah Additional, 













Total 

2,083 

2,913 

552 

5,503 

3,951 

984 

65 

3 

66 

284 

28 

^ A ( 

Bulandsbahr 

19 

149 

31 

490 

46 

113 

96 

752 

330 

571 

264 

107 

63 

5 

28 

•• 

•• 

c3 c3 ■< 

^ Bulandshahr Addi- C Reg. .. 

4 

24 

5 

38 

82 

61 

99 

*8 

! •• 



f§-( 

. tional. t S. 0. 0. 

101 

292 

60 

453 

276 

20 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 



Total 

273 

837 

224 

1,334 

1,259 

452 

161 

13 

28 



. 1 

Moradabad . . Reg. . . 

43 

48 

89 

lae 

341 

333 

40 

1 

24 



rrf • 1 

Moradabad Addi- Eeg. . . 

5 

2 

16 

22 

1 

11 

2S7 

5 

53 




tional. 

1 











k— f 

Sessions and Subordi- Eeg. . . 



2 

2 

, , 


. , 


7 

3S 


leq 

b nate Judge. 













Total 

48 

50 

106 

204 

342 

! 

344 

327 

6 

84 

33 

-- 

f-l ' 

] Bareilly .. .. Reg. .. 

23 

, 23 

63 

114 

244 

1 

314 

130 


18 


0 « 

w 

C 













Total 

28 

J 23 

63 

1 114 

244 

814 

130 

- 

18 
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STATiiMENT E . — Showing the work done by Subordinate Judges in 1928 — (contd.) 










CQ 





k § 

o .2 





Suits. 



® 

ca 

Appeals. 


to 









d 





7~*, CQ 












02 

® 






<i> 



§ 






ft ® 


Judgeships. 

Powers. 


'S 

<x> 


•S-l ^ 

If Qi 
aj P 

S .2 

ce o 


® 

J-l 

■4^ 

CQ 

c3 

M 

O 

dZ ^ 




•n . 

.-s-s 

'o S 

<D 

O 


O f-J 

© CJ 

g® 

D2 

c5 

'a 

tdO 

O 

w 

a 

.2 

'55 

CQ 

d 

1 

C3 02 

a. 2 





ft 

O 


<1 




® 

CQ 

o 

o 

, 

r ( 

Reg. . . 

27 

28 

14 

69 

204 

218 

18 

1 

37 




Shahjahanpur . . j 


937 

•* 










S. G. G. 

712 

223 

1,872 

51 

879 

243 

•• 

•• 



•• 



c3 

Shahjahaupur C 

Reg. . . 

2 

2 

47 

24 

5 

140 

8 




CQ 

AdditioDal. ( 

S. 0. G. 

35 

58 

208 

301 

•• 

12 

-• 

•• 

-• 


-• 


Total 


776 

1,025 

492 

2,293 

1,107 

478 

158 

9 

37 



■ j: ( 

( 

Reg. . . 

19 

14 

55 

88 

268 

259 

201 


6 




Budaun . . < 












(, 

S. C. 0. 

233 

646 

374 

1,288 

500 

97 

•• 

•• 

- 


. . 


Total 

• • 

2S7 

630 

429 

1,376 

768 

356 

201 

. . 

6 

.. 


f 

A-^ubi • • • • 

Reg. . . 

38 

50 

80 

168 

412 

251 

20 

. . 

. . 

. . 

• . 


Agra Additional . . < 

Reg. . . 

25 

6 

25 

56 

177 

77 

47 
















t 

S. 0. 0. 

636 

1,003 

198 

1,737 

87 

30 




















< 

Sessions and Suhordi- 

Reg. . . 



__ 




17 

2 





, nate Judge, Agra. 












Sessions and Subordi- 

Reg. . . 

7 

7 

24 

38 

181 

154 

115 

26 

47 

332 

28 


nate Judge, Aluttra. 








Muttra Additional 

Reg, .. 

•• 

1 

3 

4 

1 

- 

54 

9 

• • 


... 


Total 

•• 

606 

1,067 

830 

2,003 

857 1 

512 

253 

37 

47 

332 

28 

{ 

Farrukbabad . . \ 

Reg. . . 

21 

IS 

27 

66 

216l 

243 

34 

12 

7 

3 


• ] 










^ ^ 1 

( 

S.O.C, 

61 

70 

25 

156 

107' 

19 






S^<i 
^ ^ i 

Farrukhahad Addi- 
tional I. 

Reg. . . 

27 

166 

*13 

*19 

*• 


1 

Farrukhabad Addi- 

Reg. . . 



3 

3 


5 

206 





[ 

tional II, 











Total 

-• 

82 

88 

55 

225 

323 

294 

406 

25 

26 

3 


- ! 

Mainpuri , . 

Beg, . . 

19 

18 

41 

78 

170 

134 

143 


10 



1 

S. 0, c. 

dU 

397 

150 

891 

774 

126 

. . 


. . 



^ ] 
c3 ' 

i Mainpuri Additional ( 

Reg. . . 

24 

20 

34 

78 

81 

76 

129 

17 

6 



L at Etawah, 1 

S. G. 0. 

453 

815 

190 

1,458 

614 

139 





Total 


840 

1,250 

415 

2,505 

1,639 

475 

272 

17 

16 




' Cawnpore I 

Reg, . . 

22 

23 

53 

98 

177 

182 

75 

5 

2 




Oawnpore II . . 

Reg. . . 

17 

17 

79 

113 

191 ' 

165 

63 

2 

s i 



, 

S. C. G. 

47 

91 

54 

192 

53 

15 

.. 

.. 

1 



s 

O 

pH 

Cawnpore Addition- C 
al. ^ 1 

Reg. 

7 

4 

6 

17 


1 

1 

18 

1 




P ■ 

S. C, C. 

112 

101 

101 

314 

*’6 

6 


. ,* 



c9 

Q 

Sessions and Sub- ( 
ordinate Judge , } 

Reg. . . 

6 

4 

11 

21 

38 

93' 

40 ; 

‘s 

46 

151 

22 


Fatebpur, ( 

S. C. 0. 

237 

153 

55 

445 

124 


, , 


, . 

. , 

. . 



^Fatehpur Additional 

Reg. .. 

4 

1 

6 

11 

- 

•• 1 

50 

1 

■- 

-• 
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Statement lL,-^Showing the work done hy Subordinate Judges in 1928 — (cont(?.). 





1 




1 U M-l 


[ 



1 

, . 





Suits. 


1 *^ ' 


Appeals. 


0 ? 

1 cS P 
0 .0 




[ 




1 

0 




c5 

[ 0 ^ m 


Judgeships. 

t 

Powers. 

Withdrawn, 

etc. 

GJ .S 

rS ^ 

o 5 

CD '~N 

ft 

Contested. 

c5 

•4^ 

O 

1 

0 ° 

■|•■g 5 

13 GJ 

0 <3 5-4 

't: M 

(D <T3 

< 

Miscellaneous 

(Judicial). 

Regular. 

m 

P 

0 

a> 

P 

a 

0 

s 

- 6 = 

K 

P 

.2 

U1 

n 

00 

ai 

Criminal appe 

ft > 

N R 

u 

— ( 0 

ce 

:::5 

s.i 

0 

o 

f Sessions and Sub- 

Eeg. , . 

1 

.. 

2 

3 

33 

45 

30 

4 

87 

255 

33 

o 

1 ordinate Judge, 



» 










ft 

C 2 

<! Banda. 













c3 

o 

1 

L Banda Additional .. 

Reg. .. 

4 

*- 

S 

12 

i 25 

1 

1 

26 

104 

1 


•• 

•• 


Total 

.. 

4-57 

394 

375 

1,226 

1 647 

533 

380 

17 

138 

406 

55 


f Allahabad 

Reg, . . 

26 

27 

79 

132 

302 

201 

42 

.• 


. . 



Allahabad Addition- 

Reg. . , 

7 

4 

24 

35 

, . 

. , 

183 

2 

. . 

, , 

. , 


al. 













c: 

Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. . . 

. . 

. . 

. . 

.. 

. . 

. . 

40 

.. 

29 

53 

5 

XI 

ce 

ordinate Judge, 













"S 

Allahabad. 





36 









Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. . . 

12 

8 

16 

Ill 

102 

73 

7 

34 

96 

34 


ordinate Judge, 
Mirzapur. 




12 



4 







Mirzapur Addition- 

Reg. . . 

2 

1 

9 

• . 

4 

• • 

«. 

.. 

• • 


al. 














Total 

.. 

47 

40 

128 

215 

413 

307 

317 

9 

63 

149 

39 

1 

"Benares Additional 

Reg. . . 

27 

23 

72 

122 

104 

87 

66 

1 

. . 

. . 

. . 


Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. , . 

18 

4 

12 

34 

135 

250 

69 

15 

23 

85 

35 

m 

ordinate Judge, 












J 

Jaunpur. 





100 








CC -i 

S 1 

! Jaunpur Additional C 

Reg. . . 

33 

9 

56 

12 

7 

9 

. . 

. . 

. . 


o 

I- i 

S. G. 0. 

365 

349 

98 

812 

197 

56 


.. 

•• 


,, 

w j 

Jaunpur Additional C 

Reg. . . 


*86 

, . 

271 

, . 

21 

475 

6 

, , 

w. 

. . 


L II. 1 

S. G. C. 

117 

68 

72 

12 


•• 


• ■ 

• ■ 


Total 

.. 

t62 

471 

306 

1,339 

520 

433 ' 

619 

22 

23 

85 

35 


^ r 

Reg. . . 

29 

6 

64 

99 

240 

195 



10 




Gorakhpur ] 

S.G.O. .. 

372 

273 

263 

908 

545 

126 

*'• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

- 


Gorakhpur Addi- ^ 

Reg. . . 

37 

19 

63 

119 

182 

292 

62 

4 

13 


,, 

u 

1 tional I. i 

S.G.G. .. 

282 

210 

162 

654 

362 

105 

•• 

•• 

.. 

•• 

♦ % 

p 
- ft 

Gorakhpur Addi- 

Reg. , . 



^ , 


• • 

9 

231 

*1 

, . 

, . 

0 » 

riij 

CCS ^ 

u 

' tional II. 

\ 













O 

o 

Basti . .. 1 

Eeg .. 

S.G.O. 

28 

331 

8 

322 

47 

186 

83 

839 

231 

307 

276 

86 

163 

2 

3 

.. 



I Basti Additional I., 

Reg. 

21 

3 

65 

89 

31 

70 

203 

7 ■ 

1 

•• 

•• 


Basti Additional 

s n. 

Reg. . . 


•* 

•• 

• • 

i 

•• 

113 

2 


•• 

0 . 


Total 

•• 

1,100 

841 

850 

2 ', 791 

1,89S 

1,159 

772 

16 

27 j 


j 
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Statement K— Showing the work done by Subordinate Judges in 1928— (coneld.). 






Suits. 


M 0 ) 
CD o 

CD 

0 , 

CQ 

ce 

Areals 



.i g 









o 







Judgeships. 

Powers. 

fl 

cS 

•XJ . 

a 

<x> 

a; 

•ri 

CD 

•+= 

CQ 

<D 


- O S 

CD 

a "O 

g'^ 

■§ ® 
§° 

tfl 

p * 

O iO' 

a .S 

3:4 

ce 

t ^ 

§ 

<D 

1 

CD 

3 

54 

CQ 

q 

c 8 

CD 

ft 

ft 

c3 

le 

p 

c3 

U 

r-, 0 

ce 

d CQ 




rd O 

■r^ CD 

§ 

P 

-4-= 

a 

o 

O 

c3 

O 

B 

•rt -M 

<4 

CD r-s 

P 

tuO 

CD 

P 

m 

0 

CD 

1 

0 

CQ 

CQ 

CD 

02 

1 

0 

P d 

a. 2 

Q 


^AzaiDgarh .. i 

J Azamgarh Addi- C 
(. tional. [ 

Reg. . . 
S.G.a . , 
Reg. . . 
S.G.G. .. 

30 

109 

4 

334 

1 

105 

3 

461 

61 

IQS 

8 

297 

92 

322 

15 

1,092 

178 

415 

’is 

196 

125 

34 

156 

96 

3 

4 


•• 


Total 

*• 

477 

570 

474 

1,521 

60 8 

355 

252 

3 

4 

.. 


u 

fchazipur .. | 

Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. . . 
S.C.C. .. 
Reg. .. 

45 

85 

3 

81 

79 

18 

127 

184 

169 

92 

123 

12 

449 

' 4 

7 

•• 

•• 


ordinate Judge, 





* * 

• • 

*• 

. . 

, . 

i 

ioo 

43 

N 

C3 

Ghazipur. 













O 

Sessions and Subor- ( 
dinate Judge at / 

. Ballia. , 

Reg. .. 
S.G.O. .. 

33 

54 

8 

64 

89 

41 

130 

lo9 

212 

74 

190 

139 

16 

5 

*• 

•• 

( 

Total 

•• 

217 

156 

227 

600 

547 

325 

533 

19 

13 

100 

43 

m \ 

5 ( 

> c 

1 Jhansi . . . , J 

Reg. . . 

23 

8 

29 

60 

120 

76 

92 

6 

14 

•• 

-• 


Total 

S.C.C. .. 

1,430 

1,137 

856 

3,423 

2,2 32 

199 

, . 


, . 

.. 


tJ r 

Reg. . . 

S G.O. .. 
Reg, . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg. .. 

1,453 

1,145 

885 

3,483 

2,352 

275 

92 

6 

14 

, , 


i * 

iai 

is 

M 

Pilibhit . . d 

Naini Tal 

Almora 

Garhwal 

Total 

Geand totau . . 

14 

108 

415 

600 

681 

9 

ISO 

449 

491 

678 

14 

111 

186 

370 

395 

37 
349 
1,050 
1,461 : 

1,754 : 

109 

734 

602 

1,041 

1,255 

123 

132 

198 

861 

99 

42 

5 

48 

86 

8 


.. 1 

^818 J 

1,757 1 3 

\ 

.,076 ^ 

t,65i : 

3,741 

913 

42 

5 

48 

86 

8 



.3,494 1 

.6,678 7 

,992 p 

58,164ji 

i7,813l 

.0,376 5 

,810 

246 

82 o{l 

,567 

253 
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Statement F. — Showing the work done by Munsifs in 1928 . 


Judgeships. 


Saharanpur . 


Meerut 


Bulandshahr . 


Aligarh 


I 


r 




f 

•-{ 

I 

I 


1 

I 


Munsifs. 


Saharanpur City 
Saharanpur Hawaii .. 
Saharanpur Additional 


Deoband .. 


Total 


Meerut .. 

Meerut Additional I.. 
Meerut Additional II 
Meerut Additional III 


Ghaziabad . . | 

Gbaziabad Additional ( 

I- I 

Gbaziabad Additional 


II. 


Muzaffarnagar 

Muzafiarnagar Addi- 
tional. 

Kairana . . 

Kairana Additional .. 


Total 


Bulandshahr I 
Bulandshahr II 
Khurja . . 

Total 


-I 


Aligarh (Soil) 
Aligarh Additional 
Aligarh Hawaii 

Hathias .. 

Jalesar 
Kasganj 
Etah ,, 


-I 


Powers. 


Suits. 


Applications for execu- 
tion of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases 

(Judicial), 

Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

Decided ex parte. 

|. 

Contested. I 

Total. 

J^eg. . . 

125 

170 

210 

105 


148 

Keg. . . 

252 

309 

247 

808 


213 

Keg. . . 

18 

29 

31 

78 

. . 

5 

Keg. . . 

242 

340 

231 

813 

1,404 

604 

S.G.C. . . 

326 

480 

130 

936 

285 

44 

*• 

963 

1,328 

849 

3,140 

1,689 

914 

Keg. . . 

147 

144 

214 

505 

2,382 

866 

Keg. . . 

212 

197 

271 

710 


80 

Keg. . . 

131 

172 

273 

576 


63 

Keg. . . 

4 

3 

21 

28 



Keg .. 

1C4 

111 

. 131 

406 

2,607 

883 

S.0.0. .. 

884 

6G2 

340 

1,886 

1,408 

121 

Keg. . . 

305 

282 

. 278 

865 


40 

S.G.O. .. 

592 

517 

208 

1,317 


8 

Keg. . . 

215 

180 

266 

661 

•• 

46 

Keg. . . 

124 

22S 

138 

490 

3,295 

818 

S.G.G. .. 

472 

1.012 

150 

1,684 

318 

42 

Keg. .. 

134 

179 

93 

406 

* •% 

13 

Keg. .. 

345 

6'' >6 

271 

1,222 

1,663 

617 

SC.O. .. 

293 

626 

125 

1,044 

338 

22 

Keg. .. 

17 

32 

33 

82 

•* 

1 


4,069 

4,951 

2,812 

11,332 

12,011 

3,625 

Keg. . . 

352 

671 

211 

1,234 

1,763 

446 

S.G.C. .. 

532 

1,298 

192 

2,0-2 

671 

99 

Keg. . . 

150 

320 

232 

! 702 

1,844 

451 

S.G.G. .. 

263 

1,244 

190 

1,697 

864 

110 

Keg. . . 

189 

332 

281 

i 802 

927 

409 

S.C.O. .. 

531 

1.414 

352 

2,297 

1,088 

143 


2,017 

5,27 9 

1,458 

8,754 

7,157 

1,G5S 

Keg. . . 

138 

95 

229 

462 

652 

377 

Keg .. 

119 

89 

225 

' 433 


3S 

Keg. . . 

165 

208 

208 

581 

Ei48 

555 

Keg. .. 

312 

227 

261 

800 

977 

393 

SC,G. 

774 

1,068 

363 

2,20'. 

767 

213. 

Keg. .. 

200 

279 

205 

684 

1,856 

332 

S.O C. .. 

196 

243 

103 

542 

97 

19 

Reg. .. 

143 

204 

205 

5:2 

792 

301 

3.0.0. .. 

535 

1,156 

268 

1,959 

1,081 

140 

Keg. . . 

206 

339 

207 

752 

1,278 

432 

S.G.C. .. 

496 

1,455 

271 

2,222 

1,314 

211 

•• 

3,284 

5,863 

2,545 

11,192 

9,462 

3,006 . 


Total 
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Statement F. — Showiug the wovk dome by Munsifs in 1928 (contd.). 







Suits. 


o 

( ^ 

CD 

03 









x 

o 






com- 

con- 

iv. 




Judgeships. 

Muusifs. 


Powers. 

.... 6 
a 

^ S .. 

•XS " CO 

53 

CD 

2 

o 

m 

0) 


0 ^ 

1 o 

CO 

§ 

S 

ce o 

g ^ 






o 

CD 

a 

o 

4^ 

g 


^ h 

C/3 ^ 


« 




Q 

O 


<1 


r 

M’^radabad . . 


Reg. . . 

173 

111 

234 

518 

1,662 

479 

Sambhal 


Reg. . . 

201 

154 

227 

582 

1,203 

321 



S.0.0. .. 

405 

1,203 

389 

3,997 

737 

158 


Cbaudatisi .. 


Reg. . . 

109 

174 

184 

467 

822 

302 



s.ao. .. 

532 

1,268 

542 

2,342 

1,390 

222 


( Amroha 


Reg. . . 

219 

369 

310 

898 

1,552 

535 

Moradabad.. - 

1 


sc.o. .. 

535 

904 

170 

1,609 

1,097 

193 


Amroha Additional 


Reg. . . 

7 

1 

31 

39 

1 

. , 


Bijuor 


Reg. . . 

320 

309 

238 

867 

1,485 

424 



s. 0 . 0 . .. 

1,144 

960 

335 

2,439 

1,157 

213 


Bijnor Additional 


Reg. . . 

27 

19 

55 

101 

3 

8 


Nagina 


Reg. . . 

807 

457 

322 

1,085 

1,998 

587 



S.C.O. .. 

904 

1,416 

314 

2,684 

1,413 

280 

1 

Nagiua Additional 


Reg. . . 

35 

54 

90 

179 

31 

25 


Total 


•* 

. 4,918 

7,899 

3,441 

15,758 

14,546 

3,747 

r 

Bareilly city 


Reg. . . 

142 

71 

193 

406 

675 

557 

Bareilly | 

Bateilly Additional 


Reg. . . 

67 

40 

153 

260 

177 

120 

Bareilly Hawaii 


Reg. .. 

142 

98 

174 

414 

534 

285 


Total 

•• 

•• 

351 

209 

520 

1,080 

1,386 

962 

r 

Shahjahanpur 


Reg. * . 

132 

98 

241 

471 

694 

346 

Shahjahanpur | 

Tilhar 


Reg. . . 
S.U.O... 

123 

279 

136 

398 

174 

169 

483 

846 

823 

348 

834 

84 


Total 


•• 

534 

CM 

CO 

CD 

584 

3,750 

1,865 

764 

* 

Budaun East 


Reg. . . 
•S.C.O... 

73 

65 

191 

332 

778 

4 

312 

Budaun . . j 

Budaun ^yest 

( 

■■1 

Reg. . . 
S.C.O... 

**97 

354 

65 

711 

*191 

225 

*b3 

1,290 

952 

631 

870 
. 85 

Sahaswan .. 

••1 

n 

Reg, . . 
S.C.O... 

97 

574 

180 

825 

178 

22/ 

455 

1,620 

1,643 

633 

452 

i03 

1 

Bisanli 

Reg, . . 

S.o. 0 .. 

220 

317 

867 

789 

317 

300 

904 

1,406 

1,092 

919 

305 

149 


Total 


.. 

1,735 

3,002 

1,629 

6,366 

6,702 

1,779 

r 

Agra 


Reg. . . 

150 

139 

216 

505 

843 

399 

••1 

B.O C... 

156 

280 

59 - 

495 

49 

, , 

1 

Agra Additional 

Reg. . . 

123 

111 

232 

466 

149 

53 

Agra . . ^ 

1 

Eatehabad 


Reg. . , 
S.0.0... 

262 

32 

429 

79 

246 

10 

937 

121 

1,415 

4 

406 

: Muttra 

n 

Reg. , . 

s.o.c. .. 

189 

544- 

250 

1,052 

231 

313 

670 
■ 1,909 

1,329 

1,003 

490 

124 


i Muttra Additional 


Reg. . . 

9 

23 

26 

58 

, , 

. . 


"Mahnrhan 


Reg. .. 

133 

118 

231 

437 

971 

285 


JLXJUCttXl.Cu MCOiA # • 


S.OG. .. 

771 

769 

603 

2,143 

7S2 

114 


Total 

•• 


2,374 

3,250 

2,167 

7,791 

6,530 

1,871 
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St AT-E umi Showing the work done by Munsifs in 1928— (contd.). 


Judgeships. 

* MunsifS) 

. r 

Eatebabad.. •*! 

) 

1 

Earrukbabad ^ 

Eatebabad Additional.. 

C 

i 

1 

Kanau] •. .*1 


I Kaimganj . . 

Total 


Mainpuri 


f Mainpuri . . 

I Shikobabad 
Etawab 

Etawab Additional 
L Pbapbund . . 

Total 


-f 


Cawnpore 


Oawnpore .. 

OaWDpore Additional I \ 
Cawnpore Additional II 
Akbarpur.. { 

Eatebpur .. 

Eatebpur Additional . . 
Banda .. | 

Hamirpur . . • • [ 

Total 


AUababad 


f 

j 

..-1 

1 

I 


AUababad West 
AUababad East 
AUababad Additional 

Mirzapur . . 




Total 


Azamgarb 


Azamgarb city 
1 Azamgarb Additional I 
J Azamgarb Additional II 

Azamgarb Hawaii . . | 
Mobammadabad Gobna ^ 


Powers. 


Eeg. . 
SO.C. . 
Beg. . 
Reg. . 

S.G.G. . 

Reg. . 


Eeg. . . 
S.G.G... 
Eeg. .. 
S.G.G... 


Reg. . 
Eeg. . 
Eeg. « 


Eeg. . 
Eeg. . 
S.G.G, . 
Eeg. . 
Eeg. . 
S.G.G. . 
Eeg. . 
S.G.G. . 
Eeg. . 
Reg. . 
S.G.G.. 
Eeg. . 
SO.O .. 


Eeg. . 
Reg. . 
Eeg, . 
Reg. . 

S C.G. . 


Eeg. 

S.G.G. 

Reg. 

Eeg. 

Eeg 

S.G.G. 

Reg. 

S.C.C. 


Total 



Suits. 

Applications for execution 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous oases (Judi- 
cial). 


a ^ 

9 o 

O o 
o 

.... 6 

CC .1-1 rrt 

Ai a ^ 

” fr CO 

2 “ 

.-s 

<a 

K 

Q 

fCJ 

<D 

'o 

<D 

ft 

(D 

M 

CD 

a 

o 

O 

c3 

o 

EH 


103 

75 

3 

Ml 

132 

90 

141 

126 

11 

161 

636 

167 

222 

56 

19 

222 

271 

231 

466 

257 

33 

594 

1,342 

491 

1,244 

104 

1,194 

551 

611 

497 

16 

8 

368 

96 

206 

911 

1,212 

1,027 

8,1S3 

1,004 

1,191 

176 

139 

266 

830 

111 

1 

310 

121 

209 

347 

419 

129 

*286 

202 

56 

189 

93 

243 

15 

153 

502 

404 

802 

842 

516 

19 

779 

692 

77 

812 

265 

789 

7^ 

830 

22 

309 

63 

316 

2 

181 

1,399 

1,514 

951 

8,864 

3,898 

1,226 

290 
38 
68 
17 
• 189 
351 
141 I 
246 

*143 

863 

80 

398 

275 

31 

127 

12 

227 

338 

73 

187 

*163 

106 

53 

402 

379 

115 

57 

15 

258 

173 

188 

14 

*216 

152 

218 

158 

944 

181 

252 

74 

674 

865 

402 

477 

*521 

921 

351 

958 

1,018 

59 

52 

3 

1,113 

243 

687 

130 

993 

628 

214 

419 

31 

*5 

320 

31 

121 

*1 

338 

289 

2,327 

2,291 

2,002 

6,623 

5,140 

1,855 

217 

153 

16 

321 

587 

148 

67 

16 

318 

1,233 

333 

283 

168 

2£4 

189 

728 

503 

230 

893 

2,009 

1,219 

1,038 

1,087 

875 

384 

389 

6 

328 

72 

1,354 

1,782 

1,227 

4,363 

' 1,219 

1,179 

186 

85 

130 

102 

176 

16 

176 

65 

64 

88 

13 

47 

48 
32 
80 
52 

252 

23 

288 

201 

336 

4 

295 

32 

602 

96 

461 

850 

560 

62 

551 

149 

356 

8 

108 

15 

660 

60 

248 

'74 

32 

480 

5 

466 

17 

886 

401 

1,431 

2,721 

1,507 

1,267 
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Statement Showing the work done by Munaifa in 1928— (continued). 


Judgeships. 

Munsifs, 


Ghazipur .. 


Ballia 

Ghazipuc * ’ ^ 

Mohammadabad 


Basra «. 


Saidpur 


Total 


Gorakhpur 

Gorakhpur Additional 


Deoria 

Deoria Additional I .. 

Deoria Additional II . . 

Gorakhpur 

Bansgaon .. 


Eansgaon Additional .. 


Basti 

Basti Additional 


Bansi 

1 

Bansi Additional 


Total 


Benares city 

Benares Hawaii 

Benares Additional 
Jaunpur city 

Benares 

Jaunpur .. 

Jaunpur Additional I 
Jaunpur Additional II 


Shahgan j 


Total 

r 

Jhansi 

Jbansi \ 

Jalaun (Orai) 

I 

L 

Lalitpur . . 


Total 


I 

{ 

\ 

f 


{ 

i 

1 


S 

( 

I 


f 

( 

I 


Powers. 


Reg. . 

5.0. G . 

Reg. . 
S.G.O. . 
Reg. . 

5.0. G. . 
Reg. . 

5 .0. 0. . 
Reg. . 
S.GG.. 


Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg .. 
S.G.G. .. 
Reg. . . 

S.O.G. .. 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 

S.O.G. .. 
Reg .. 
s.c.o. . . 

Reg. .. 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
SC.O. .. 
Reg. . . 


Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg. . . 
8 C.G. . , 
Reg. . . 
B.O.G. . . 
Reg. . . 
Reg. , . 

S.O.G. . . 


Reg. 
Reg. . . 
S.G.G. .. 
Reg. . . 

S.G.G. . . 


Suits. 

Applications for execu- 
tion of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases (Judi- 
cial). 

^Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

HO 

V 

e 

O) 

*0 

<x> 

n 

Contested. 

Total. 

154 

42 

250 

446 

458 

212 

14 

17 

17 

43 

8 


195 

96 

260 

551 

540 

S? 

10 

10 

5 

25 

17 


85 

61 

258 

404 

328 

132 

49 

70 

44 

163 

12 


266 

180 

242 

6 S 8 

479 


45 

36 

7 

88^ 

1 

1 

143 

38 

201 

382 

215 

163 

55 

37 

30 

122 

35 


1,016 

687 

1,314 

2,917 

.2,093 

1,116 

413 

115 

226 

754 

1,219 

690 

244 

91 

286 

621 

724 

161 

236 

133 

232 

601 

1,833 

1,079 

783 

538 

254 

1,575 

851 


246 

104 

825 

675 

185 

*91 

. 98 

132 

33 

263 



61 

19 

141 

221 

3 

*10 

296 

110 

270 

676 

793 

738 

232 

239 

198 

669 

191 

13 

184 

70 

233 

487 

83 

59 

137 

85 

34 

256 

3 

5 

220 

45 

250 

515 

701 

510 

175 

55 

223 

453 


40 

225 

184 

295 

704 

942 

493 

76 

90 

66 

222 

48 

9 

88 

72 

204 

364 

18 

28 

3.714 

2,082 

3,260 

9.056 

7,094 

3,926 

148 

141 

223 

512 

846 

456 

157 

40 

246 

443 

637 

420 

79 

75 

179 

333 

1 

39 

137 

63 

266 

466 

736 

371 

194 

87 

247 

528 1 

561 

344 

235 

228 

91 

554 1 

191 

50 

103 

61 

184 

333 

141 

63 

2 

1 

1 

4 

14 

3 

191 

83 

298 

672 

145 

77 

231 

63 

210 

£04 

552 

331 

183 

158 

65 

406 

84 

18 

1,660 

990 

2,010 

4,660 

3,908 

2,172 

189 

71 

224 

484 

755 

257 

556 

250 

257 

1,063 

1,197 

357 

675 

421 

124 

1,220 

107 

13, 

184 

155 ‘ 

153 

492 

1,061 

140 

877 

685 

337 . 

1,899 

347 

29 

2,481 

1,582 

1,095 

5,158 

3,467 

801 
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Statement F.— Showing the work done hy Munsifs in 1928— (concluded.) 


Judgeships. 

Muiisifs. 

Powers, 

• 

Suits, 

Applications for execution 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous eases (Ju- 
dicial), 

Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

Decided ex parte. 

Contested. 

Total. 

Kumaun and J 
Pilibhit. ^ 

Eilibhit , . ^ 

NainiTal,. 

Aimora .. *. 

Garhwal . , 

Tota] 

Grand Total . 

Peg. . . 
S.C.C. .. 

Reg. . . 
Beg. . . 
Beg. . . 

87 

295 

430 

420 

879 

70 

349 

681 

322- 

.386 

144 

187 

109 

59 

88 

301 

831 

1,220 

801 

1,353 

356 

139 

399 

268 

198 

228 

25 

122 

IIS 

33 

2,111 

1,808' 

587 

4,506 

1,360 

527 

38,107 

45,698 j 30,909 

114714 

97,533 

38,586 


6 
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Statement G. — Showing the work done by Honorary Munsifs in 1928. 




' - 



Suits. 


d 

o 

n3 









-vs 

d 



















o 










CD 

y-, 

CQ 

<D 

Tudgeehipa. 




g § 

-iS 



CD 

U 

tn 

O 


Munsifs. 

Powers. 

^ ^ 6 

§ 




CQ 

d 



1 


> o 


rc: 


^ CC 

g o 

• 2 <D 

o 

CD 

a 





rtf 

't: t/: 

.-d 

^ CD 

OJ 

o 

c; 

a 

in 

CP 

-!.=> 

d 

o 

Q 

Total. 

B O 

So 

<! 

Miscella 
cial. ) 


r 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

29G 

481 

83 

862 


4 

Sa.liaranpur , . 


Munsifs at Saharanpur. 
Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

136 

205 

21 

362 

344 

51 


- 

Burkee. 






• 



Total 

•• 

432 

686 

106 

1,224 

344 

55 

Meerut 

r 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. .. 

255 

• 603 

61 

919 


29 


M un s i f s at M u z afi a r - 







L 

nagain * 










Total 

*• 

255 

603 

61 

919 


29 

Aligarh 

r 

Honorary Munsif at 
Sarai Nib. 

Reg, . . 

G 

10 

•• 

16 


*• 



Total 


6 

10 


16 

•• 


r 

Honorary Mo ns if at 

Reg. . . 

87 

147 

83 

319 

167 

55 



Shamshabad. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

94 

146 

50 

290 

34 

153 



Kampih 








Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. .. 

43 

74 

SO 

147 

75 

23 

Farrukhahad 

h 

Amritpur. 

ihrst Bench of Honorary 

Reg. .. 

199 

212 

96 

507 


46 



Munsifs at Farrukhabad. 
Second Bench of Hono- 

197 

228 

117 

542 


53 

Reg. . . 



rary Munsifs at Far- 
rukhabad. 










Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

122 

159 

30 

311 


31 

1 

Munsifs at Kanauj. 









Total ,, 

- 

742 

966 

403 

2,116 

395 

244 

• 


r 

Honorary Munsif at 

Keg. .. 

153 

265 

34 

452 


36 

Budaun 


Sheikhupur. 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

40 

111 

46 

197 


13 



Munsifs at Budaun. 









Total 

•• 

193 

376 

SO 

649 

•• 

49 



Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. , . 

101 

60 

25 

186 


14 

MaiDpnri 


Malajani. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

81 

76 

18 

175 


4 



Burn, 








Total 

•• 

1S2 

136 

43 

961 

•• 

18 
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Statement G . — Showing the work done by Honorary Munsifa m 1928 — (coatd.) 







buits. 


,0 










-*.3 

3 

7* 






. 



0 

0 

01 

0 





9 o 

8 

<0 



CD 

A 

0 

Judgeships. 


Munsifs. 

Powers. 

i'i« 

^ .2 rj 




§ “ 

0 § 

eft. 

pt 

0 

a> 





ns 

0 



cS 






0 

nS 

oQ 

0 

' 


*? ^ 






"o 


-fD 

S 0 

Jo 






ft 

0 


< 



r 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg, . . « 

37 

8 

3 

48 




1 

1 

Bibipur. 

Honorary Munsif, at 

Reg. . . 

17 

12 

2 

31 




1 

1 

Utraon. 

Honorary Munsif, Udhin 

Beg. . . 

36 

9 

19 

64 


.. 


I 

Buzurg. 


16 






Allahabad . 

\ 

Honorary Munsif at 
Rasulpur. 

Reg. . . 

• 28 

1 

75 


50 


1 

First Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

888 

323 

106 

815 



1 

Munsifs, Allahabad. 
Second Bench of Hono- 

Reg. . . 

403 

331 

119 

853 


42 


j 

rarv Munsifs, Allahabad. 








j 

Special Honorary Munsif, 

Reg. . . 

351 

412 

80 

843 


81 


i 

Allahabad. 










Total 

. . 

1,276 

1,123 

330 

2,729 

, . 

178 


f 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

236 

291 

122 

649 


43 



Munsifs at 

Bench of 1 

Reg, .. 

70 

65 

24 

149 


17 



Munsifs at Uskabazar. 
Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

85 

10 

11 

56 


1 

* 


Chauri Ohaura. . 
Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

103 

57 

43 

203 


9 



Unwal. 



1 


209 



Gorakhpur . , 


Honorary Munsif at 
Pakardiha. 

Reg. .. 

152 

1 46 

11 


13 



Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. .. 

132 

47 

23 

i 202 


14 



Kubabar. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

69 

32 

5 

106 


3 



Padrauna. 

Honorary Munsif at Sis- 

Reg .. 

82 

64 

24 ; 

170 


6 



wa Bazar. 




28 



11 


i 

Honorary Munsif at 
Mohnapur. 

Total 

Reg .. 

107 

47 

182 







I 649 




122 


•• 

986 

291 

1,926 



r 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

; 234 

! 186 

45 

465 


23 


i 

i 

Munsifs at Ghazipur. 

! 






80 

Ghazipur , 

I 

1 

Bench of Honorary 

Munsifs at Ballia. 

Reg. . . 

115 

157 

36 

308 



1 

I 

1 

Honorary Munsif at 
Bansdih. 

Reg. . . 

44 

70 

11 

125 


4 










Total 


393 

413 

92 

898 


57 


' 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

175 

110 

38 

323 


24 ’’ 


Muhammadpur, Deo- 
mal. 




57 

4:6 


21 




Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. .. 

233 

161 




Gajraula. 




42 

290 


14 

Moradabad . 


Honorary Munsif at Na- 

Reg. . . 

135 ’ 

113 




jibabad. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Regi . . 

184 

214 

28 

426 


33 



Seohara. 




31 

259 




\ 

Honorary Munsif at 
, Hehtor. 

Reg. .. 

141 

87 


7 






1,754 


99 


Total 


873 

685 

196 

• • 
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Statement G.— Showing the work done by Honorary Munsifs in 1928— (concluded) 


Judgeships, 

Munsifs* 

Powers. 

Suits. 

Applications for execution 
of decrees 

Miscellaneous oases 

(Judicial). 

♦ 

'M^ifclidrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

o 

o 

rs 

o 

o 

Q 

Contested. 

O 

en 

Bulandshahr ^ 

Honorary Munsif 

at 

Peg. . . 

455 

392 

58 

905 


64 


Ohandera. 










Total 

•• 


455 

392 

68 

9C5 

- 

64 

( 

Honorary Munsif 

ajj 

Keg. . . 

137 

95 

83 

315 

140 

36 

Kumaun , . < 

Garhwal. 









( 

Honorary Munsif 

at 

Reg. . . 

117 

143 

53 

S13 

14 



Almora. 










Total 

•• 

•• 

254 

238 

•136 

628 

164 

86 


GEAiiJD Total 

" 1 

♦ « 

0,047 j 

6,277 1 

1.801 

14,125 

893 

946 
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Statement H . — Showing the work done by courts of Small Causes in 1928. 





Suits. 

1 

Appeals. 



Judgeships. 

< Courts. 

Powers. 

' Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

<o 

•r! 

o 

*o 

o 

■ fi 

Ooutested. 


Applications for exec 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases 
(Judicial). 

'a 

w 

a 

Ph 

Miscellaneous. 

Sessions trials. 

Criminal appeals. 

• 



% 










Saharanpur | 

Kurki (canton- 
ment). 

Debra Dun .. 

S C.C. . . 

S.C.G. .. 
S.J. .. 

15 

13270 

81 

26 

1,720 

62 

6 

575 

153 

47 

3,565 

296 

49 

2,480 

413 

390 

250 

•* 

*• 

7 



Total 


1,366 

1,808 

734 

3,908 

2,942 

640 


•• 

7 

.. 

Meerut 

Meerut 

S.CD, .. 

2,583 

3,753 

1,387 

7,723 

5,066 

598 

1 

*• 

•• 

• 0 


Total 

• • 

2,688 

3,753 

1,387 

7,723 

5,066 

698 

1 

•* 

•• 


Barei ly . . 

Bareilly . • | 

S.C.G. ., 
S.J. .. 

l.fSl 

1 

1,953 

1,117 

2 

4,651 

3 

2,712 

2 

951 

1 

38 

•• 

*7 

•• 


Total 


1,582 

1,953 

1,119 

4,654 

2,714 

952 

38 

•• 

7 

•• 

Agra 

Agra .. [ 

S.0.0. .. 

S J. .. 

1,634 

2 

2,722 

833 

5,189 

2 

4,893 

19 

539 

*1 

•• 

•• 

•• 


Total • • 

.. 

1,636 

2,722 

83B 

5,191 

4,912 

539 

1 


•* 

.. 

Cawnpore .. 

Cawnpore .• 

S 0.0. .. 
S.J. . . 

1,919 

1,870 

1,101 

4,890 

2,527 

4 

525 

44 

*6 


• • 


Total 

. * 

1,919 

1,870 

1,101 

4,890 

2,531 

525 

44 

6 

•• 

•• 

Allahabad • . 

Allahabad .. ^ 

s.c.o. .. 

S.J. .. 

994 

! 792 

357 

143 

2,140 

297 

2 

24 

’i 

18 

• * 

• * 


1 

i Total 

. . 

994 

792 

357 

2,143 

2,140 

299 

24 

1 

18 

1 *’ 

Benares 

Benares .. ^ 

• 

S.C.G. .. 
S.J. 

1,497 

1,423 

• . 

590 

3,510 

1,604 

318 

11 

96 

*5 

•• 

# • 


Total 

.. 

1,497 

1,428 

590 

3,510 

1,604 

329 

96 

5 * 

- 

•• 


Moradabfid .. | 

Q o n 

1 349 

2,465 

1 

516 

1 

4,330 

3 

898 

19 

210 





Moradabad 

£D. 0-0, . . 

S.J. .. 

1 

186 

85 ’ 

*4 

*8 

•• 


Total 

• . 

1,350 

2,466 

517 

4,333 

917 

396 

35 

4 

3 

# » 


Grand total.. 

• • 

12,927 

16,787 

6,638 

36,352 

22,826 

4,278 

239 

16 

35 

4 4 
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Statement l.^Bhowing result of proceedings in execiotion of decrees in 192S. 



Number 

jNumber of applications disposed of. 

Number 



Judgeships. 

of 

applica- 

tions 

filed. 

Decrees 

wholly 

satisfied 

Decrees 

partly 

Satisfied. 

Wholly 

infruc- 

tuous. 

Total, 

of 

applica- 

tions 

pendiU'g. 

Pending 
over one 
year. 

Amount 

.a'ealised. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

~r 

7 

8 

9 

Agra 

12,290 

2,215 

1,890 

8,237 

12,842 

2,915 

48 

12,91,655 

Aligarh 

13,662 

3,002 

3,549 

6,867 

13,418 

2,247 

6 

8,57,945 

Allahabad 

7,091 

1,853 

1,281 

3,640 

6,774 

1,777 

20 

6,74,535 

Azamgarh 

2,130 

961 

339 

816 

2,116 

554 

3 

3,11,794 

Budaun 

7,474 

1,814 

2,447 

3,211 

7,472 

1,337 

6 

7,84,919 

Bareilly 

4,345 

923 

1,029 

2,398 

4,350 

927 

14 

3,88,018 

Benares 

6,277 

* 1,847 

1,194 

3,001 

6,042 

1,878 

22 

12,78,892 

Cawnpore 

8,723 

2,121 

2,045 

4,183 

8,349 

1,466 

22 

8,97,179 

Farrukhabad .. 

5,214 

932 

1,245 

2,545 

4,722 

1,069 

24 

3,42,307 

Ghazipur 

2,845 

1,189 

476 

975 

2,640 

853 

12 

4,64,751 

Gorakhpur 

9,541 

3,153 

1,432 

4,365 

9,000 

2,410 

19 

17,72,835 

Bulandshahr . . 

8,545 

1,SS8 

2,594 

3,942 

8,424 

1,232 

7 

, 10,70,867 

Mainpuri 

4,892 

1,422 

1,226 

2,393 

5,041 

699 

7 

j 7,73,833 

Meerut 

19,437 

4,279 

6,206 

8,972 

19,457 

4,255 

13 

25,6f>,3S3 

Moradabad 

16,133 

3,053 

4,872 

7,888 

15,811 

3,365 

9 

11,60,87 8 

Saharanpur 

11,882 

2,118 

2,820 

* 4,255 

9,193 

2,107 

39 

14,58,205 

Shahjahanpur . . 

8,052 

676 

907 

1,389 

2,972’ 

815 

18 

' 3,65,637 

-Jhansi 

5,752 

1,389 

1,456 

2,979 

5,824 

1,034 

14 

2,33,229 

Pilibhit and 

Kumaun. 

6,568 

1,169 

1,321 

2,766 

5,256 

1,197 

29 

4,62,369 

Total 

154,858 

36,004 

38,379 

74,820 

149,203 

m 

32,187 

332 

1,71,56,225 


Remarks. 
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Statement J. — Showhig suits undecided at the close of the year 1928, classified 
, according to the years of*institution. 


Name of cmrt in 
the district 
of~ ' 

o 

o:) 

tH 

1917. 1 

■r-^* 

05 

tH 

0^* 

T — ! 

d 

05 

05 

oi 

CN 

05 . 

CO 

cq 

05 

tH 

CO 

05 

rq 

05 

to 

G<J 

05 

rH 

!>- 

CM 

(05 

T— 1 

CO 

CM 

(05 

■t— 1 

1929. 

d 

CQ 

<05 

tH 

1— -f 
CO 
05 

1 — ! 

-M 

CO 

05 

CO 

CO 

CO) 

.H 

CO 

05 

1—1 

iC 
CO 
05 
1— 1 

55 

05 

r-i 

75 

+3 

o 

EH 

% 

1. 

Agra 








1 


9 

9 

41 

2,636 









2,746 

2. 

Aligarh 








8 

% 

1 


2 

10 

2,511 









• 2,527 

8. 

Allahabad 





1 



2 

2 

6 

2 

17 

1,731 









1,811 

4. 

Azamgarh 








2 

2 

7 

6 

64 

1,831 









1,912 

5. 

Budaun , . 










2 

1 

12 

• 947 









962 

6. 

Bareilly 











5 

9 

1,268 









1,282 

7. 

Benares 





1 




2 

4 

c 

47 

2,293 









2,353 

8. 

Cawnpore 








1 

3 

11 

11 

37 

2,018 









2,081 

9. 

Farrukhabad , - 









1 

3 

5 

22 

1,461 









1,492 

10. 

(rhazipnr , 










4 

7 

29 

1,270 









i 1,310 

11. 

Gora.khpnr *, 







1 

2 

1 

5 

13 

51 

3,746 









3,819 

12. 

Bulandshflihr , , 





. .1 



1 

\ 

1 

3 

1 

28 

1,832 









1,366 

13. 

Mainpuri , . 


1 






1 


4 

9 

1,066 









1,080^ 

14. 

Meerut , . 







1 


1 

6 

5 

24 

3,545 









3,582 

15, 

Moradabad • • 






1 

1 


1 

2 

5 

15 

2,631 









2,656 

16. 

Saharanpur . . 










1 

3 

13 

1,753 









1,770 

17. 

Shahjahanpur 






1 




2 

3 

9 

632 









547 

18. 

Jhansi • . 












2 

1,161 









1;163 

19, 

Pilibhiti and 


1 





1 



1 

5 

1,674 









1,681 

Kumaun. 






















Tctal 


T 


9, 

2 

s 

13 

16 

65 

89 

444 

1 35,506 







1 


j 36,140 


^ \J VOfX > • 


1 

"I “1 









l” 


1 




Statement Vi,--* Showing cases in which injunctions were granted and stay 
orders made for the year 1928. 


Hame of Oourt. 

Number of 
applications 
for injuDC' 
tions and 
stay orders. 

Number 
rejected 
without 
issue of 
notice. 

Number in 
which ex 
parte orders 
wore made. 

Number 
in which 
notice 
was issued 
but no 
ex parte 
order was 
made. 

Number of 
ex parte 
orders 
hnain- 
tained 
after 
contest. 

Number of 
ex prarte 
orders 
discharged 
after 
contest. 

Remarks 

- 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Agra .. 

135 

27 

43 

84 

10 

18 


Aligarh 

220 

27 

129 

26 

30 

15 


Allahabad 

111 

7 

61 

41 

35 

4 


Azamgarh 

90 • 

7 

62 

22 

29 

14 


Budaun 

112 

24 

49 

38 

26 

2 


Bareilly 

113 

38 

38 

37 

25 

• 12 


Benares 

204 

19 

86 

99 

74 

12 


Oawnpore 

191 

36 

141 

19 

24 

! 25 


Barrnkhabad 

157 

26 

106 

25 

22 

I 


Ghazipnr 

145 

32 

57 

50 

9 

11 


Gorakhpur 

274 

32 

169 

73 

47 

32 


Bulandshahr 

108 

8 

62 

39 

24- 

12 

[ 

Mainpuci 

158 

12 

120 

26 

7 

•• 


Heerut 

412 

102 

208 

102 

89 

43 


M'oradabad 

239 

79 

105 

55 

' 13 

1 


Saharanpuc 

286 

43 

125 

118 

55 

17 


Shahjahanpur 

87 

39 

29 

16 

18 

2 


Jhansi 

174 

12 

106 

56 

9 

2 


Piiibhit and 
Kumaun. 

318 

28 

254 

23 

64- ' 

40 


Total 

3,540 

'598 

1,950 

949 

^610 

j 284 
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Note on the Administration of Civil Justice in the 
Province of Agra during the calendar year 1929. 


1. During the year there were no changes in the jurisdiction of 
civil courts. As regards the location of courts, the Akbarpur munsifi . 
was removed to the headquarters of the judgeship, i.e., Oawnpore, as a 
temporary measure and, in the opinion of the Court, it should be 
permanently located there. • 

The following additional help was given during the year 

Additional District Judges. 

Agra. — January 1 to March 23. 

Aligarh. — October 28 to December 31. 

Sarei/Zy,*— September 8 to September 10. 

Balandshahr.--K.Vigu^i 10 to December 31. 

Oawnpore.^ — The whole year, 

Gorakhpur. — The whole year. 

Basii. — January 2 to January 15. 

Jhansi at (Orai). — January 1 to December 4. 

Mainpuri. — One from January 1 to April 2 and another from 
June 21 to December 31. 

Meerut. — August 7 to December 31. 

Azamgarh. — January 2 to January 5. 

Additional Subordinate Judges. 

Agra.-^The whole year. 

Muttra. — One from March 1 to March 14, a second from April 2 
to April 4 and a third from June 18 to December 31. 

Aligarh. — The whole year. 

Etah. — The whole year. 

Allahabad. — One from January 1 to June 4 and another from July 
23 to July 29. 

Mirzapur . — One from January 4 to May 15 and another from June 
18 and 19. 

Azamgarh. — One from January 1 to January 11, a second from 
February 12 to October 15, a third from November 4 to December 
31 and a fourth from April 12 to December 31. 

Benares. ---One for the whole year and another from Novembei 4 
to December 31. 

Jaunpur. fox the whole year, a second from January 1 to 
June 13, a third from July 1 to December 31 and a fourth from 
June 26 to October 28. 
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Bulandshahr, ^One from January 1 to February 28 and another 
from March 12 to November 4. 

Oawnpore , — One from January 1 to February 8 and another from 
April 8 to December 31. 

Banda , — The whole year, 

January 1 to October 22. 

Farr ukhahad,— One, from January 1 to November 4 and another 
from November 11 to December 31. 

The whole year. 

Qorakhpiir , — The whole year. 

Basti . — One from January 1 to February 20 and another from 
September 6 to December 31. 

August 6 to December 14. 

Etawah,—Tl\\e whole year. 

Meeriit,'— One from January 1 to May 10, a second from July 
16 to August 7 and a third from September 7 to December 31. 

Moradabad ,, — One from January 1 to March 23, a second from 
April 2 to September 7, a third from October 15 to December 31 
and a fourth from November 4 to December 31. 

Saharanpur , — May 15 to July 20. 

Shahjahanpur , from January 1 to January 31 and another 
from February 13 to April 1. 

Additional munsifs, 

January 1 to June 1. 

Muttra.— June 4i to December 81. 

Aligarh , — The whole year, 

Allahabad,— One from January 1 to May 8 and another from May 
11 to December 31. 

Azamgarh . — Two for the whole year. 

Bareilly , — The whole year. 

Benares . — One from January 1 to October 16 and another from 
October 22 to December 31. 

Jaunpur,-- One for the whole year and another from January 1 to 
June 26, 

Farruhhabad , — October 15 to December 31. 

Ballia . — One from March 5 to April 20 and another from Novem- 
ber 4 to December 31. 

Gorakhpur,— One from January 1 to May 14 and another from May 
23 to December 81. 

jBasii,— February 25 to December 31, 

Bansi ^ — One from April 26 to August 13 and another from Nov- 
ember b to December 4. 

Bansgaon . — One from January 1 to May 18, a second from May 
25 to September 7 and a third from October 15 to December 31. 
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Deoria> — The whole year. 

Meerut. ’-Two for the whole year. 

Ghaziab(id. — T^o for the whole year. 

Muzafarnagar. ^Oae from January 1 to January 15, a second 
from February 21 to June 27 and a third from July 1 to December 
31. 

dmroha,—Jo.nu8bTy 1 to April 22. 

Nagin%,—OnQ from May 1 to August 26 and another from October 
15 to December 31. 


&UJTS. 

2. The total number of suits instituted in all subordinate courts 
rose from 1,98,331 to 2,02,568. In the courts of Subordinate Judges 
suits instituted fell from 7,443 to 7,171 and in district courts from 
216 to 110. Suits filed on the regular side in the courts of Munsifs 
dropped from 54,667 to 51,176. The decrease is confined to all classes 
of suits except those relating to religious and other endowments and to 
those which did not come under any specified heads. The increase of 
4,237 in suits instituted is confined to suits for money or moveable 
property, which increased by 6,909 to 1,73,132. All other classes>> 
of suits decreased. The increase in money suits is attributed by the^ 
District Judge, Moradabad, to a tendency not to invest money in 
village property because its value has decreased owing to the new Ten-, 
ancy Act. 

Fourteen judgeships have contributed to the increase in institu- 
tions. The largest rises were in Gawnpore, 1,450, Bareilly, 979, and 
Jhansi, 903. The noticeable decreases werein Budaun, 723, Gorakhpur, 
718, and Azamgarh, 107, In Bareilly the increase is attributed to ■ 
general prosperity during the year and freedom from epidemics, while 
in Azamgarh and^ Budaun the decrease is attributed to scarcity. 

Suits for immoveable property decreased by 1,071 to 12,714. 
Thirteen judgeships contributed towards the decrease. The largest 
institutions in such suits were at Gorakhpur, 1,471, and Meerut, 1,084, 
and the smallest at Pilibhit, 109, and Budaun, 258, The largest 
decrease was in Jaunpur, 303, and the largest increase in Bareilly, 94. 

3. The total number of cases disposed of rose by 3,354 to 2,06,808. 
The pending file at the close of the year rose by 2,303 to 38,448 on 
account of increased institutions, 

All judgeships except six contributed to the increase in disposals. 
The highest figures are for Gawnpore, 1,077, Bareilly, 1,002, and 
Aligarh, 886. The districts which report the highest decreases are 
Gorakhpur, 1,004, Bulandshahr, 743, and Budaun, 709. 

Eight judgeships show a decrease in pending files, the noticeable 
decreases being in Saharanpur, 159, Moradabad, 137, and Aligarh, 114. 
The increases are marked in Agra, 658, Jhansi, 534, and Gawnpore, 334. 

The total number of suits for disposal before the courts rose from 
239,599 to 283,611. Excluding 2,323 suits decided on a reference bo 
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arbitration, the number of suits decided after contest rose from 45,169 
to 56,108o The increase is mainly noticeable in disposals by courts of 
Munsifs and Small Cause Courts, which respectively contributed 
5,307 and 4,990 more contested cases. This increase in contested 
cases may be mainly attributed to the instructions conveyed by the 
Qoyfirrnim nt of India in thei r Ietter_jm' ^-296-IY -25, Judicial, Home 
Department, dated August 157^928, thaT~aTr^cases~~iir W'^MclTissue's 
are framed should be reckoned as contested carses. A large num- 
ber of cases, which, when compromised or otherwise disposed of 
after the framing of issues, were not shown as contested cases in 
earlier years, are now considered contested cases for statistical 
purposes. 

The total number of suits pending for more than three months 
decreased by 559 to 10,557. 

The total number of suits pending for more than a year increased 
from 510 to 617. The increases are marked in the courts of District 
Judges from 5 to 14, in Small Cause Courts from 5 to 15, and in the 
courts of Munsifs from 247 to 346. There was a slight decrease of 11 
cases in the courts of Subordinate Judges from 253 to 242. The largest 
mumbers of such cases pending were in Gorakhpur, 111, Benares, 80, and 
Azamgarh, 74. The best figures are for Kumaun; 1, Mainpuri,. 7, and 
Shahjahanpur and Pilibhit, 8 each. 

Excluding suits decided on a reference to arbitration, the total 
number of original suits disposed of by District Judges increased from 
93 to 128, of which 68 were contested against 36 in the previous year. 
The number of sessions trials decreased from 1,295 to 1,245, criminal 
appeals increased from 7,214 to 7,853, but miscellaneous judicial cases 
decreased from 4,612 to 4,411. The following table shows the miscel- 
laneous work disposed of by the District Judges in the larger judge- 
ships : — 


Gases. 

d 

& 

a 

c3 

j-i 

cS 

c3 

CO 

a 

CD 

CD 

Aligarh. 

Moradabad. 

c3 

u 

tJD 

<1 

Mainpuri 

Benares. 

Cawnpore. 

Allahabad. 

o 

a. 

cS 

o 

O 

Miscellaneous 

246 

285 

195 

198 

227 

192 

324 

395 

219 

149 

Insolvency 

94 

123 

15 

•• 


3S 

130 


i 

165 

Total 

340 

408 

210 

198 

227 

2.30 

454 

1 

395 

219 

314 


Jurisdiction under the Insolvency Act was exercised by the same 
Subordinate Judges as in 1928. 
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A summary of the work of Subordinate Judges and Munsifs and 
all courts of Small Causes during the year is contained in the following 
table ; — 


Courts. 

% 

Pendiug 

from 

1928. 

Total 

for 

disposal . 

Disposed 
of after- 
contest. 

Pending for 
more than 
a year. 

Bmall Cause Courts .. 

15,604 

1,71,267 

25,110 

15 

Munsifs (Regular) 

15,598 

• 

82,052 

25,868 

346 

Subordinate Judges (Regular) 

2,541 

12,365 

3,059 

242 


The total number of regular and small cause court suits disposed 
of by Subordinate Judges decreased b}^ to 36,426. The decrease 

in institutions is largely due to the enhanced powers of the Munsifs and 
the increase in contested cases from 7,992 to 9,019 is mainly attributable 
to the changed method of reckoning contested cases mentioned above, • 

The total number of suits disposed of by Munsifs increased by 
4,288 to 1,19,002, The number of contested suits decided rose by 
8,093 to 39,002. The outturn of regular suits contested was the 
highest in Cawnpore, 537. The Munsifs of Gorakhpur and Jhansi have 
also done well. It has been already pointed out in last year’s report 
that as the jurisdiction of Munsifs varies between Rs. 2,000 and 
Rs. 5,000 the sta^istical figures alone do not adequately represent the 
work done by individual officers, 

4. The variations in the average duration of contested and uncon- 
tested suits in the different classes of courts are shown in the following 
table : — 


Class of court. 

Contested. 

Uncontested. 

1928. 

1929. 

1928. 

1929. 

District Judges 

217 

196 

120 

99 

Subordinate Judges 

178 

147 

75 

57 

Munsifs 

128 

124 

63 

52 


It is doubtful whether the decrease in average duration disclosed 
by the above table is really due to quicker despatch of work. The 
changed method of calculating duration introduced by the 
G.^ G. 0. mentioned above seems to have largely contributed to 
this result. 

District Judges and Additional District Judges were able to devote 
to civil work 1,828 days against 1,820 days. The increase is negligible. 
The number of sessions trials decreased by 50, but criminal appeals 
increased by 639, and the time of the District Judges was mainly 
spent in criminal work. The number of days So spent was 2,812. 
The high average duration in the courts of District Judges is 


Statement 
no. 4. 
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Imperial 
Statement 
no- 3. 


evidently due to the fact that little time is devoted to civil work. The 
average duration was very high in Budaun, 729, Moradabad, 366, and 
Meerut, 341. The Court has been able to relieve real hardship to liti- 
gants io some cases by means of the additional help sanctioned by the 
Government. This expedient has been tried this year in five districts 
so far, and the Court would like to watch its effect before recommending 
any definite scheme for quick disposal of civil work for the considera- 
tion of the Government. 

The average duration in the following Subordinate Judges courts 
is very high, Saharanpur (II), 727, Sessions and Subordinate Judge, 
Pilibhit, 528, Additional Subordinate Judge, Farrukhabad, 498, and 
Additional Subordinate Judge, Muttra, 478. The highest figures for 
average duration are in the courts of Additional Munsif, Farrukha- 
bad, 314, Additional Munsif, Azamgarh, 266, and Munsif, Farrukha- 
bad, 252. 

Description and value of suits. 


5. The value of suits instituted in the different classes of courts 
has varied as follows 


Munsifji’ courts 
Small cause courts 
Subordinate judges’ courts 
District courts 


Rs. 

. . Decreased by 85,797 
.. Increased by 10,87,600 
.. Decreased by 77,72,478 
.. Increased by 3,34,966 


The^total value of suits filed 'fell from Bs. 8,22,39,659 to 
Rs. 7,57,89,439. The number of suits exceeding Rs. 500 in valuation 
but not exceeding Rs. 2,000 increased from 10,277 to 10,876. The 
number of suits not exceeding Rs; 5,000 or exceeding Rs. 10,000 
in valuation also decreased. The marked variation in values was 
thus in the courts of Subordinate Judges where the total valuation 
fell by Bs. /i,72,4i8to Rs. 3,27,12,026. The net decrease is mainly 
attributable to the decrease in the number of suits of very high 
valuation. . ° 


Appeals. 

St^tlmpb number of regular civil appeals before the courts sub- 

no. 6. ordinate to the High Court increased from 13,880 to 21,486. Includ- 
ing appeals from the decisions of revenue courts the total number of 
appeals disposed of increased from 9,755 to 10,054. The largest 
disposals were in Benares, 989, and Azamgarh, 863. The noticeable 
increases in disposals were at Azamgarh, 435, Allahabad, 342, and 
Moradabad, 154, and marked falls were in Gorakhpur, 613, and Shah- 
jahanpur, 17S. Eleven judgeships show a decrease in disposals. 

Regular civil appeals pending at the close of the year decreased 
by 193 to 5,186, but the pending file including revenue appeals 
mcreased by 14 to 6,457, ihougb twelve judgeships show a decrease, 
ihe noticeable decreases were in Allahabad, 241, Mainpuri, 130, and 
Farrukhabad, 117. The largest; increases were in Gorakhpur, 254 
Meeiut, 166, and Bulandshahr, 124 The number of appeals pending 
for more than a year was 336. The average duration of contnated 
appeals in district courts was 221 days and of uncontested appeals 168, 
though the average duration of appeals was 122 and 112 respectively/ 
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The number of appeals including revenue appeals instituted during 
the year decreased by 780 to 9,748. Fifteen judgeships shaded in 
this decrease. The highest institutions were in Gorakhpur, 997, 
Benares, 926, Azamgarh, 905. The largest decreases were in Gorakh- 
pur, 207, Cawnpore, 158, and Saharanpur, 137, and the largest increases 
were in Azamgarh, 170, and in Benares, 84. 

The number of appeals summarily rejected in subordinate courts ' 
under Order 41, rule 11, increased from 41 to 327. This wholesome 
procedure was used in 12 districts with satisfactory results. Appeals 
instituted decreased, except where nominal use of Order 41, rule 11, 
had been made. No appeal was summarily rejected in Bulanclshahr, 
Bareilly, Budaun, Mainpuri, ^Cawnpore, Ghazipur, Kumaun and 
Piiibhit. In Benares and Azamgarh only 9 and 4 appeals were 
summarily rejected out of 926 and 905 instituted respectively, 
and there was no fall in institutions. The Court is glad to notice 
that the observations on this subject in the last year’s report have'^ 
not been unfruitful. In Allahabad every appeal is examined to see 
whether it can be dealt with under Order 41, rule 11. In Jhansi all 
appeals from decrees of Mnosifs which do not involve any immoveable 
property or immoveable property of the value of under Es. 300 are 
put up for orders as to whether they should be admitted or heard 
summarily, and in Gorakhpur all civil appeals valued at Es. 1,000 or 
under are fixed for hearing under Order 41, rule 11 District Judges 
must determine for themselves how and to what class of cases the 
provisions of Order 41, rule 11, should be applied. Automatic edmis-' 
sions of appeals should be discouraged, and the Court must impress 
on appellate courts the desirability of using their powers under Order 
41, rule 11, of the Code of Civil Procedure. ' 


The following table gives the totals of the different kinds of appeals 
for disposal, decided and left pending in the District Judges’ and Sub- 
ordinate Judges’ courts : — 


Appeals in the courts of — 

1 

tending at 
the close of 
1928, 

Total for 
disposal. 

Decided. 

Pending at 
the close of 
1929. 

1. District Judges^ 





Civil (Regular) .. 

2,497 

10,314 

2,531 

2,507 

Miscellaneous 

262 

1,060 

537 

230 

Rent .. 

1,141 

2,508 

, 1>051 ^ 

1,271 

2 Subordinate Judges — 





Civil (Regular) 

2,832 

11,172 

6,472 

2,679 

Miscellaneous . . • . 

99 

483 

276 

127 


2 
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The disposals of sessions trials, criminal appeals and civil appeals 
were particularly high in the following Disirict Judges’ courts: — 


n ame of court. 

Sessions 

trials. 

Criminal 

appeals. 

1 

'i Civil 

; appeals. 

A) 

Budaun 

• • 

0 • 

94 

630 

i 

1 

Mainpuri 

*• 

r . 

S4 

557 

' 107 

Shalijahanpur 


*• 

S2 

477 

64 

Moradabad 


i 

78 

' 319 

! Ill 

1 

1 


High Court. 


7. The number of Judges of the High Court had been increased 
from 11 to 12 with effect from November 5, 1928, but the Hon’ble 
Mr. Justice John Douglas Young, Barrister-at-Law, took his seat as 
Puisne Judge of the High Court on January 15, 1929. 

The Hon^ble Chief Justice Sir Grimwood Hears, e.o.i.e,, Rt , was 
on leave from October 15 to 24. The Hoirible Sir S. M. Sulaiman, 
Kt., acted as Oliief Justice. 

The]Hon’ble Mr. Justice B. J. Dalai, i.c.s. (now Sir B. J. Dalai, Kt,), 
was on leave from October 15 to 29. 

The Hdn^ble Mr. Justice L. G. Mukerji was on leave from May 
17 to June 26. 

The Hon*ble Mr, Justice G. P. Boys was on leave from June 27 
to July 25. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice L. M. Banerji was on leave from May 25 
to July 25, and the Hon^ble Mr. Justice Iqbal Ahmad was appointed 
from May 27 to act in his place. 

The Hon^ble Mr, Justice E. H. Ashworth, i.g.s., was on leave* 
from April 2 to July 25, and the Hon’ble Mi\ Justice E. Bennet, 
acted as Puisne Judge for him during that period. 

The Hon^ble Mr. Justice C. M. King, i.c.s., was appointed a per- 
manent Judge of the High Court on the retirement of the Hon’ble Mr. 
Justice E. H. Ashworth with effect from October 15, and the Hon’ble 
Mr. Justice E. Bennet was appointed as Additional Judge, 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice G. H. B. Kendall, i.o.S., was on leave 
from March 20 to July 25, and the Hon’ble^Mr. Justice A. G. P. Pullan, 
I.c.s., acted for him. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice C. M. King, i.c.s., was on leave from June 
27 to July 25. 
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Statement showing the work of the High Court for 1929. 


Class of cases. 

Pending at 
the close, 
of 1928. 

Filed 

in 

‘ 1929. 

Total. 

Decided 

Balance. 

Full Beuoh Eeferences, 







First appeals .. ' 



2 

2 

2 


Second appeals .. 


1 

7 

8 

1 

7 

Miscellaneous 




. • 

• * 

• ♦ 

Criminal 





. . 

♦ * 

Divorce Act 


10 

11 

21 

14 

7 

B^noh of three Judges, 

1 






References under Legal Practitioners’ 


11 

11 

7 

4 

Act No, XVIII of 1879. 







, Bench oj tioo Jiidgcs. 







Regular first appeals 


1,216 

424 

1,640 

404 

1,233 

Execution first appeals 


94 

90 

184 

104 

80 

Appeals under Letters Patent 


235 

205 

440 

188 

252 

Regular second appeals 


1,087 

583 

1,670 

783 

887 

Execution second appeals 


'24 

38 

62 

29 

33 

First appeals from orders . . 


180 

263 

443 

250 

193 

Miscellaneous Company matters 


• • 

« • 




Income tax references 


4 

4 

8 

** 3 

5 

Criminal appeals 


57 

318 

375 

290 

85 

Criminal revisions 


11 

64 

75 

59 

16 

Criminal references 


8 

40 

48 

38 

10 

Civil revisions .. ,, 


86 

149 

235 

150 

85 

Single Judge. 







Regular second appeals 


2,017 

1,316 

3,333 

1,668 

1,-765 

Execution second appeals .. 


63 

56 

119 

64 

55 

Appeals from orders 


** 





Criminal appeals 



S *90f3 

*957 

*878 

**79 

Criminal revisions 


48 

606 

654 

588 

66 

Criminal references 


11 

155 


149 

17 

Regular criminal trials 




1 166 



Regular civil suits 



1 

1 

1 

*■ * 

Matrimonial suits 


5 

2 

7 

3 

4 

Testamentary suits 



1 

1 


1 

Company matters 


13 

13 

31 

13 

18 

Execution fii-st appeals 


7 

13 

20 

8 

12 

Civil revisions 


164 

250 

414 

204 

210 


The Hon^ble Mr. Justice B. J, Dalai (now Sir B. J. Dalai. Kt.) ins- v< 
pected the courts at Saliaranpur, Meerut, Muzaffarnagar, Ghaziabad 
andNaini Tal, while the Hon Tie Mr. Justice L. G. Mukerji inspected 
the courts at Mirzapur and Biidaun. The judicial work of the 
subordinate courts is also controlled, as has been observed in the 
previous report, by the scrutiny of the naonthly statements of work 
and the quarterly delay statements of all suits and execution applica- 
tions pending over a year, and by the issue of orders on those 
statements. 

tj total number of regular appeals before the courts fell from 

1 oln i a-ppeals from original decrees increased by 52 to 

1,849 and appeals from appellate decrees decreased by 235 to 5,184. 
Appeals under section 10 of the Letters Patent increased by 139 to 
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440. The hope expressed in last year’s report about their decrease 
was not fulfilled. The institutions actually increased by 15. It is, 
however, expected that the recent amendment of the rules under 
which the permission of the Judge delivering the judgment should 
be obtained immediately after the delivery ol judgment will consider- 
•ably reduce the number of such appeals. The pending file decreased 
from 4,743 to 4,325, and of these 2,644 appeals were pending for more 
than a year. The total number of appeals dismissed or not prose- 
cuted was 758. 

.The total number of appeals decided by the Court during the year 
increased from 5,353 to 5,798, ‘and the pending file decreased from 
5,397 to 5,127. The First Appeals dei^ided increased by 20, but so did 
the pending file by the same number. Government appeals and 
appeals in gang cases occupy more and more time of the Court. Re- 
'^jferences under ^the Legal Practitioners’ Act no. XVIII of 1879, and 
cases of professional misconduct against advocates, which are heard 
by Benches of three Judges also increased from 7 to 11. There was 
thus no appreciable reduction in the number of accumulated First 
Appeals or other civil work by the addition of the twelfth Judge, 

Applications for execution of decrees. 

8. The total number of applications for the execution of decrees 
before the courts increased from 1,94,875 to 1,98,787. In the courts 
of District Judges, Subordinate Judges and Munsifs their number fell 
by 69, 17 and 7,018, but rose in the Small Cause Courts by 10,858. The 
number of applications filed during the year increased from 1,54,858 
to 1,61,013 Thirteen judgeships contributed to this increase! The * 
largest numbers of applications were in Meerut, 20,127, and Morad- 
abad, 16,498, and the smallest number in Pilibhit, 1,743. The largest 
increases were in Saharanpur, 4,198, and Allahabad, 705, and the 
largest decreases were in Budaun, 632, and Aligarh, 461. 

The total number of applications disposed of decreased by 2,684 to 
146,519. The largest numbers of applications disposed of were in 
Meerut, 18,/ 43, and Moradabad, 16,335. The largest increase in dis- 
posals was reported by Moradabad, 524 and the largest decrease of 
846 was in Bulandshahr. 

The pending file increased by 4,001 to 36,188. Fifteen judgeships 
contributed to this increase. The largest increase was in Meerut, 769, 
and the largest decrease in Moradabad, 158. Applications pending for 
three months increased from 10,416 to 11,542. OSiirteen judgeships 
contributed towards this increase. 

The provincial average of the percentage of fructuous applications 
remained unchanged, that is, 49. The highest percentages were those 
of Ghazipur, 59, Azamgarh and Pilibhit, 58 each, and the lowest were 
those of Agra, 33, and Kumaun, 43, 

^ The experiment of the centralization of execution work has not 
been a success. ^ The Court repeats the opinion expressed in last year’s 
report that an improvement in execution work may be looked for 
only when process-servers receive adequate pay. A proposal for 
remunerating process-servers adequately has been made to the 
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Government which it is hoped will receive favourable consideration 
at an early date. It appears that proper attention is not paid to the 
provisions of Chapter XV, rule” 6 of the (-Jeneral Rules t Civil), by, some 
officers-in*charge of the nazarat. The Court insists that the work of 
process-servers should be carefully checked as prescribed in this rale. 

In the courts of those Subordinate Judges who disposed of more 
than 300 applications on the regular side, the highest percentages of 
fructuous applications were those of Moradabad, 63, Saharanpur, 62, 
and Meerut, 69, and the lowest those of Agra, 55. Including the 
applications filed both on the regular and the small cause court sides 
the number of applications disposed of by these courts decreased from 
27,818 to 26,702. , 

The total number of such applications disposed of in the courts 
of the Munsifs decreased from 97,538 to 95,553. Of those courts ^in 
which on the regular side more than a thousand applications were dis- ^ 
posed of during the year, the highest percentages were those of Allah- 
abad (west), 63, Etah, 62, Meerut and Bnlandshahr (ii), 61 each, and 
the lowest those of Mahaban (Agra), 36, Muttra (Agra), 37, and^ 
Moradabad, 39. 

Village Mxjnsifs, 

9. The number of Village Munsifs’ courts decreased from 70 
to 61, and of these only 55 worked during the year The total 
number of suits instituted in these courts decreased from 5,569 to 
4,525 ; of these 1,777 were on oral contract. The number of suits dis- 
posed of otherwise than by transfer to the courts of regular Munsifs 
fell from 5,348 to 4,564. The pending file decreased from 214 to 80. 

The total value of suits instituted decreased from Rs 1,16,005 to 
Rs. 93,714. There were three applications for revision against the 
decision of these courts as against none in the previous year. 

No notification under the United Provinces Village Panchayat 
Act of 1920 was published in 1929 abolishing any of the Village Mun- 
sifs’ courts. 

Honorary Munsifs. 

10. The number of courts of Honorary Munsifs working during the 
was year 40, and out of these 12 were Beaches of Honorary Munsifs. 

The number of suits disposed of by these courts rose from 14,125 to 
14,827. The number of contested cases increased by 357 to 2,158. The 
highest disposals were in Allahabad, where seven courts disposed of 
3,157 suits, out of which 521 were contested. The highest numbers of 
contested suits disposed of were by the First Banch at Allahabad 208 
and the Second Bench at Allahabad 160. The Court acknowledges thot/ 
valuable help rendered by the Honorary Munsifs and thanks them h 
for giving their time to this kind of public work. 

• General. 

11. The number of parties ordered to attend in person under 
Order V, rule 3, decreased from 34,631 to 33,476 and out of these 
14,432 were examined. The disproportion is still great. The best [^es!^ 
figures are for Jhansi and Bareilly, where out of 915 and 707 sum- 
moned 904 and 612 respectively were examined, but in Benares 977 
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out of 3,149, in Moradabad 912 out of 2,169 and in Biilandshahr 317 
out of 940 were so examined. The Muusif of Sambhal in Moradabad 
examined only 69 parties out of 844 summoned,. The Court expects 
due care to be taken in examining the parties who are specificallv 
summoned for the purpose. 

The number of witnesses summoned was 286,565, out of Avhom 
191,457 were examined as against 295,329 and 177,329 in the previous 
year. The following table shows the number of witnesses summoned 
and examined in some judgeships: — 



Judgeship. 


Number of 
witnesses 
summoned. 

Number of 
witnesses 
examined. 

Oawnpore 

Gorakhpur 

Allahabad 

Bareilly 



26,816 
21,098 
12,495 ' 

13,649 

10,171 

9,894 

5,453 

5,220 


In Azamgarh, Moradabad and Jhansi more witnesses were examin- 
ed than had been summoned. The tendency to call unnecessary 
[witnesses should be checked by proper apportionment of costs in such 
[Gases. 


The number of insolvency cases before the courts during the year 
again rose from 3,171 to 3,429. Petitions presented by creditors 
as well as by debtors increased. Five hundred and thirty-six insol- 
vents were discharged absolutely as against 385 in the previous 
year. The number of those discharged conditionally decreased 
from 109 to 91. ^The number of undischarged insolvents at the 
end of the year mcreased from 8,215 to 8,316, The total amount 
disbursed by receivers decreased from Es. 6,18,218 to Rs. 4,88,621 
and the amount :^maining in the hands of receivers increased from 
Rs. 3,8:., 802 to Rs. 4,91,491. The accounts kept by some official 
- receivers during the year were found unsatisfactory and some defal- 
Ications were detected. The question of framing proper rules on the 
Isubject IS under the consideration of the Court. 


^ In the report for 1928 it^was stated that Government had allotted 
icwm m the amount required for five major projects in the budget for 
19^9-30. Ihe Court noticed with regret that the amounts allotted for 
two ot these projects were altogether withdrawn subsequently and 

reduced. The Government have now 
allotted a P<>rtion of the amount required for five of these proiects 
m the budget for 1930-31. The Court hopes that Government 

will view Its demands favourably and make a large provision in the 
budget for the year 1931-32. ^ ^ i 


p to Rs. 20,000 an allotment of 

Ks, 36,000 was mad^^ with Rs 30,000 in addition as a non- recur- 
rmg grant. With this total amount of Rs. 66,000 the Court was 
able to meet only a few of the most pressing needs for minor 
works; Many urgent projects for electrification in courts arc 
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still held over for want of funds. The need for residential 
quarters for Munsifs in some places is also a matter of concern. During 
1930-31 the Court has received the small sum of Ks. 36,000 only, and 
this amount has proved quite insufficient for the many insistent demands 
awaiting allotment of funds. The Court hopes that financial conditions 
will improve, and that a generous grant will be made in the next year, 

In this connection the Court would like to mention the difficulty that* 
some judicial officers feel in carrying out annual repairs and petty cons-i 
tractions, ,a responsibility which used to be taken by the Public Works 
Department. The present system does not work well. One District | 

Judge pertinently reports, Annual repairs and petty constructions j 
cause me more worry than all the srest of my duties combined . . , ) 

. . . I never professed to have any engineering or architectural quali-J 
fications and while I am willing to accept responsibility for lack of com- j 
mon sense I am not prepared to accept responsibility for matters which ' 

I should have thought do not lie in the province of a judicial officer,^ 

I feel the more strongly on the point when there is a qualified engi- 
neer of the Public Works Department living in the station and frequent - , 
ly complaining to me that he has nothing to do. ” Similar views have I 
been expressed by other District Judges, and it is for the Government j 
to consider whether they could be relieved of this additional burden, j 

The Court noticed with regret that no new demands for the Judi- 
cial Department were sanctioned in the budget for 1930-31. Owing to 
the increase in litigation the staff in some of the subordinate courts 
proved inadequate to cope with the work in spite of its working at high 
pressure. ^ The Onurt recommends an addition to the staff when a very " 
good case is made out, and an omission to provide requisite funds for ( 
the purpose must detract from the efficiency of officials and delay quick 
disposal of cases. The Court had to expend the major portion of the 
Eogergent Grant ” at ifcs disposal in providing temporary clerks, with 
the result that the money was not available for the purpose for which 
the“ Emergent Grant ’’ was primarily meant. 

Owing to the change introduced by the Bar Councils Act, 1926, the ^Legal practi- 
Court considered it undesirable to enrol a class of legal practitioners tioners. 
between pleaders and advocates, and the enrolment of vakils was thus 
stopped with effect from November 28, 1929. 

Allahabad : L. D, JOSHI, 

July 18, 1930. Registvav , 
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IMPERIAL STATE 

Oorrosponding to Government of 
statement shoivinj the n^j^mb'er of judicial divisions, and the 
and the number of cases decided in the 


Province. 

Judges of 
Oliiaf Court 
of Province. 

! 

Number 

of 

districts. 

r 

District 

Judges. 

Other Judges , 

• 

Stipendiary. 

Honorary. 

Province of Agra . . 

12 • 

1 

1 

36 

43(a) 

, 168(6) 

40(o) 


IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the number and^: description of civil 


Class of tribunals. 

Suits for 
money or 
movable 
property. 

Suits for 
immovable 
property. 

Suits for 
specific 
relief. 

Suits to 
establish a 
right of 
pre-emption. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Courts in the- interior. 





I— Courts, 





Unpaid tribunals 

1,831 

7 



Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

24j665 

11,785 

3,213 

2,314 

Small cause courts 

1,42,220 




District courts other than chief courts of 
districts. 

4,335 

942 

497 

315 

Chief courts of districts . . 

1 31 

. .. 

1 

•• 

Total 

1,73,132 

12, 7U 

1 

1 

3,711 

2,629 

Superior court 

•• 

- 


•• 

Grand total - 

1,73,132 

12,714 

3,711 

! 

2,629 
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MENT No. l~(CiViL). 

India revised statements nos, 25 and 26, 

number of officers exercising original or appellate jurisdiction 
province of Agra during the year 1929. 


Total number of cases decided. 


Original. Appeals. 



[ 

1 

1 


j Remarks. 

Regular. 

i Miscel- 
1 laneous. 

. 

1 

Regular. 

1 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

1 

■ 06,808 1 

i 

54,669 

[ 

12,151 

1,063 

{&>) 34 do botli civil and criminal work. 

(h) 49 ditto ditto. 

(c) 12 benches. 


MENT No. 2-(Oivil), 

India revised statement no. 27. 

suits instituted in civil courts durhig the year 1929. 


Mortgage 

suits. 

Suits re- 
lating to 
religious 
and other 
endow- 
ments. 

Matrimo- 
nial suits 

Testa- 

mentary 

suits. 

Other 
suits not 
falling 
under any 
of the 
previous 
heads. 

Total. 

Remarks, 

6 

7 . 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 



3 



1,391 

For figures regarding'^ village 
Munsifs, sec separate 

7,352 

57 

328 

9 

1,473 

51,176 

returns. 



•• 

-• 

.. 

1,42,220 1 


351 

5 

69 

12 

145 

7,171 



15 

17 

8 

38 

110 


CO 

o 

GO 

77 

417 

29 

1,656 

i 

2,02,568 



•• 

2 

1 

• • 

3 1 

■{ 


8,203 

77 

419 

30 

1,656 

i 

2,02,571 1 




/ 

\ 


18 ) 


IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 

Statement showing the number and value of suits 


Humber of suits 


Glass of tribunals. 


Hot csceed- 
i ing Pis. 10, 

i 

1 

! 

Hot exceed- 
ing Rs. 50. 

1 

Hot exceed- 
ing Rs.lOO. 

Not exceed- 
ing Rs. 500. 

1 

2 

I 

1 3 

4 

5 

Courts in the interior. 

I . — Civil courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

Small cause courts 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 
Chief courts of districts 

r 

1 1,534 

! 2 428 

1 113 

1 1 

i .... 

j 719 

1 S.S21 

I 83,725 

1 7oi 

4 

623 

6,120 

42,269 

782 

8 

510 

19,032 

38,849 

2,423 

22 

Total 


4,170 

49,093 

: 49,802- 

78,838 

Superior courts 

•• 

.. ! .. 

.. 

.. 

Grand Total 


4,170 

49,093 

19,302 

78,838 


IMPERIAL STATE 


Corresponding to Government 

Statement shoiving the general result of trial of civil cases 

Regular 


Class of tribunals. 

Number of suits before the courts. 

Number of suits 

Pending 
at the 
beginning, 
of the 
year. 

Instituted 

during 

the 

year. 

Hevived 

during 

the 

year. 

Total. 

Without 

trial. 

Without 

contest. 

1 

2 

O 

U 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Courts in the interior. 







/. — Civil courts. 







Unpaid tribunals 

2,319 

1,891 

13,505 

17,715 

2,261 

10,403 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

15,598 

51,176 

15,278 

82,052 

4,635 

21,963 

Small cause courts 

15,604 

1,42,220 

13,443 

1,71,267 

12,918 

91,522 

District courts other than chief 

1 2,541 

7,171 

2,653 

12,3C5 

1,392 

3,216 

courts of districts. 

I 






Chief courts of district . . 

; 

110 

10 

204 i 
. 1 

19 

41 

Total 

j 36,140 

2,02,563 

: 44,895 

2,83,603 

21,225 

l,27,i50 

Superior courts 

; 5 ^ 


•• 

^ li 

•• 

2 

Grand Total 

i 36,145 

i 

2,02,571 j 

! 44,395 

2,83,011 

' i 

21,225 

1,27,152 


^Unpaid tribunals .. 



.. 282 


Paid^sub- divisional tribunals 

, , 

.. 12,214 


Small cause courts 

• • 

, . 

.. 23,736 


District courts other than chief courts 'of district. . ‘ 2,108 


Chief courts of district 

• « > 

« . 

15 


Total .. 38,355 



( 19 ) 


MENT No. 3“ (Civil). 


of India revised statement no. 2S. ■ 

instituied in civil courts during the year 19 UO. 


instituted in diderenfc courts. Number of | 

suits the j 

1 

Total value 
cf suits. 

Eemarirs. 

Not 

exceeding 
Es. 1,000. 

) 

Not 

€ixceeding 
Es. 5,000. 

Not_ 

exceeding. 
Bs. 10,000. 

1 value ot 
; which 

Exceeding | cannot be 
Eb. 10,000. estimated in 

1 money. 

6 

7 

S 

9 ; 10 

11 

12 

y,C23 

um ; 

.107 

koio 

1 "ois 

15 

•’ 10 

1,050 

|_ ■ 

' i, 

1 

*686 i 156 

10 : 33 

! 1,50,038 

1 2,19,84,397 

1 1,71,16,043 
.3, 27, 12, 026 
8,26,333 

! 

10,SE3 

j 

1 7,873 

1,06“^ 

646 j 200 

7,-57,89,4.39 




I'i -2 

! 19,026 

10,870 

7,878 

1,0G5 j 

647 1 202 

7,58,03,465 


MENT No. 4~(Civil). 


of India revised statement no. 29. 

in courts of original jibriodiction during the year 1929. 


SUITS. ^ 


disposed of (excluding transfers). * 



Average duration of 
suits. 


\\'ith contest. 

On 

Pending 
at the 
close of 
each year. 

Pending 
for more 
than a 
year. 

Average 

duration 

Average 

duration 

Ecmarks. 

Judgment 

for 

plaintiff. 

Judgment 

for 

j defendant. 

reference 

to 

arbitration. 

in days 
of 

contested 

suits. 

in clays 
of un- 
contested 
suits. 


8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1,626 

376 

156 

■ 2,606 ' 


77 

50 


17,673 

8,190 

1,260 

16,112 

"34G 

124 

52 


22,124 

2,986 

i 724 ■ 

17,257 : 

15 

55 : 

34 


1,930 

1,079 

183 

2,407 ' 

• 242 

147 1 

57 


23 

40 

L J 

i 

61 

14 

196 

99 


’ 43,436 12,671 

2,323 

33,443 ; 

617 

95 

39 ^ 


*• 

i 


5 


j 171 . 

283 


43,436'^ 

12,672^ 

2,323 

33,448 , 

617 

j bs 

1 

40 



suits disposed of by transfer, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 



( 20 ) 


IMPERIAL S^TATE 

Corresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the general' result oj trial of civil cases 

Miscellaneous 



Number of cases before the courts. 

Class of tribunals. 

■ 

O <2 
r=i 

-p 

'o 

.3 

a.c! w 

CL, 

Instituted during 
the year. 

Revised during the 
year. 

Total. 

1 

2 

o 

4 

5 

Courts in the Interior. 

I — Civil courts. 

'! /l '' .1 tribunals 

Small cause courts .. .. ^ 

164 

841 

13 

1,018 

, 4,495 

29,659 

235 

34,389 

! 2,052 

12,386 

51 

14,489 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 

1,926 

7,715 

355 

9,996 

Chief courts of districts 

i 3, ..51 

4,769 

27 

0 ,8.^0 

Total . . 

9,691 

55,370 

681 

63,742 

Superior courts 

309 

538 

77 

924 

Grand Total 

i 10,000 

j 

66,903 

753 

66,666 


* 1,565 suits 


IMPERIAL STATEMENT 

Corresponding to Government of Indin 

Statement showing the business of civil appellate courts 

Appeals 


Glass of tribunals. 

Number of appeals before the courts. 

Pending at the be- 
ginning of the 
year. 

Instituted and re- 
instituted during 
the year. 

Total. 

Dismissed or not 
prosecuted. 

1 

2 

3 

4 ! 5 

Courts in the I^iterior. 

Chief Appellate courts other than chief courts of districts 
Chief Appellate courts of districts 

Total . . 1 

Court at the seat oe Government, 

* ^ Appeals from original decrees 

Chief court of S Appeals from appellate decrees ^ • 

province, 1 Appeals under section 10 of the Letters 

(. Patent. 

Total , . ; 

Grand Total ^ ; 

2,882 

2,497 

8,290 

7,817 

11.172 308 

10;314 1 436 

5,379 

16,107 

21,486 t 744 

1,317 

3,191 

235 

532 
1,993 
205 . 

1,849 

5,184 

440 

36 

620 

102 

4,743 

2,730 

7,473 

^ 758 

10,122 

18,837 ' 

28,959 

' 1,502 


^ 7,297 appeals 



( 21 ) 


MENT No. 5— (Civil). 

India revised statement no. 30. » 


in-courts of original jurisdiction during the year 1929. 
cases. 


Number of cases di 

sposed of, escluding transfers. 

O 

<P 

o 

cS 

Si 

ci 

Average duration of 
cases. 

1 

Without trial. 

Without contest. 

Judgment 
for plain- 
tiff, S-' 

O 

o 

Judgment g- 

for defen- g. 

* dant. 

On reference to 
arbitration. 

"o 

CD 

.Cl 

i 

G> 

tn 

□ ® 

Qa 

Pending' for more tl 
year. 

Average duration 
in days of con- 
tested suits. 

Average duration 
in days of un con- 
tested suits. 

Remarks. 

6 

7 

8 

9 10 

11 

12 

13 

14 15 

110 

511 

189 

33 

149 


44 

25 

3,926 

14,348 

6,713 

4,303 104 

J 4,847 

15 

53 

36 

2,337 

5,007 

2,885 

1,702 24 

2,397 

S 

50 

28 

1,119 

3,556 

1,631 

1,185 48 

1,639 

45 

73 

50 

704 

2,556 

560 

585 ], 6 

1,048 

47 

109 

50 

8,196 

25,978 

11,928 

7,813 182 

10,080 

115 

57 

37 

•• 

172 

172 

223 

352 

24 

CO 

114 

8,196 

26,150 

12,100 

8,041 182 

10,432 

139 

62 

38 


disposed of by transfer. 


No 6.— (Civil.) 

revised statement no, 31. 

during the year 1929. 

from decrees. 



Appeals from decrees. 


*0 

03 

ce 

a 

CC 

Average duration of 
appeals. 


Appeals disposed of (excluding t 

ransfers).t 

0 

"o 

CD 

A 

0 

w 

0 

.S ^ 

0 

.3 i 

S§” 


o 

a 

VI 

ca 

CJ 

o 

Q 

Modified.: 

re! 

<D 

W 

V4 

03 

f- 

<S) 

Remanded. 

■*=> 5U 
cS cS 

CD 

ClD 

.9^ 
g <D 

Pending for m 
year. 

Average durati 
days of cont 
appeals, 

Average durati 
days of ur 
tested appea 

Remarks. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

3,795 

934 

1,284 

201 

2,679 

198 

82 

59 


1,334 

271 

400 

90 

2,507 

138 

22f 

168 


5,129 

,1,205 

1,634 

291 

5,186 

336 

122 

112 


330 

62 

7^ 

15 

1,333 

1,267 

798 

179 

I 

1)231 

164 

312 

117 

2,7^40 

1>255 

686 

129 


54 

2 

30 

*• 

252 

122 

• 663 

243 


1,615 

223 

/ ^ 

132 

4,325 

2,644 

706 

140 


6,744’ 

1,433'" 

2,049 

423 

9,5H 

2,980 

683 

140 



disposed of by taaasftWi 



( 22 ) 


IMPERIAL STATEMENT, 

’ Corresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the business of 

Miscellaneous 


Number of appeals before 
tbe courts* ^ 


i 

1 

Class of tribunals. 

r 

Pending 
at the 
beginning 
of the year. 

Instituted and re- 
ihstituted during 
the year. 

Total. 

COUETS TS THE INTEEIOE. 




Chic! appellate courts other than chief courts of 

99 

384 

483 

districts. 




Chief appellate courts of districts oc 

262 

793 

1,060 

Total »• 

361 

i,lS2 

1,543 

OoUBT At the SEAT OP GoVEBIhMENT. 




r First appeals .. 

180 

2G3 

443 

Chief court of province • • o 




(Second appeals,. 

• • 

• • 

* • 

Total • . • • 

180 

i 

263 

443 

Geahd Total .. 

541 

1,445 

1,936 


+ 323 appeals 



( 23 ) 


No, 7— (Civil). 

India revised statement no, 32. 

civil appellate courts during the year 1929, 
Appeals. 


Appeals disposed of (excluding transfers).* 

% 

Pending at the close of 
each year. 

Pending for more than a 
year. 

Average duration of 
appeals. 

Dismissed 
or not 
prosecut- 
ed. 

Confirm- 

ed. 

Modified. 

Reversed. 

Remand- 

ed. 

• 

Average duration 
in days of contest- 
ed appeals. 

Average duration 
in days of uncon- 
tested appeals. 

14 

170 

10 

50 

32 

127 

4 

41 

15 

84 

299 

15 

114 

25 

280 

31 

247 

55 

98 

469 

25 

164 

57 

407 

35 

110 

29 

80 

i 

105 

12 

42 

11 

193 

20 

417 

111 

•• 

•• 

•• 

*• 

•• 

•• 

• • 

•• 

.. 

80 

105 

12 

42 

11 

193 

20 

417 

Ill 










178 

574 

37 

206 

, 

68 

600 

55 

321 

75 


disposed of by transfer, 



PBOTiNCIAti STATEMENTS- 



( 26 ) 


Statement ^^-^Showhig the result of proceedings on applications for the 





Applications 

Class of tribunals. 

Total number of 
applications for 
the execution 
of decrees before 
the courts, 

By transfer.'^ 

Satisfaction 
obtained in 
full. 

1 

f 

2 

3 

4 

COUKTS IK THE INTEBIOB 




Unpaid tribunals *. .. •• •• 

1,337 

68 

- 178 

Paid sub -divisional tribunals .. 

92.786 

• 7,714 

18,202 

Small Cause Courts .. •* 

85,924 

3,697 

11,813 

District courts other than chief courts of districts .. 

18,138 

4,263 

3,072 

Chief courts of districts .. *. 

602 

308 

74 

Total 

198,787 

16,080 

33,344 


STATEMENT B.-- Proceedings in insolvency under the Provincial Insolvency 

petitions presented under section 7 of the Act and 


Number dealt with. 
Presented during year, 

By debtors. i 


Insolvency petitions. 

Number 


Class of courts* 


<D 

a 

O 





© 

ui 

O 

•rH 


I 

© 



© 

1 ^ 

o 

o 

W 

o 

w « 





rd 


w o 

• 




1 0 

c3 

xn C3 

CD © 

^ a 

B 

© o 

u 

o 

43 



TJ 

© 

u 

0 

' ^ 

ending 

year. 

c8 a 

a ft 

© 

Q M 

! ^ ft 

43 S 
o 

*r3 

© 

o 

>> 

o 

.s 

© 

o 

© 

"o 

M 

© 

IC 

c3 

c3 

nd 

43 

^ 1 



PQ 


EH 

EH 

1 


1 

2 

' 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Courts other than chief 

464 

142 

940 

109 

359 

2,014 


271 

13 

courts of districts. 

Chief courts of districts . . 

370 

117 

875 

53 


1,415 

348 

243 

.. 

Total # . 

834 

259 

1,815 

162 

359 

3,429 

348 

619 

13 


( 27 ) 


execution of the decrees of the civil courts during the year 1929. 

'i 


disposed of- 

- 


Number of 
applications 
pending 
more than 
three 

months at 
the close 
of the 
year. 

Amount realized. 

Number of applications. 

Satisfaction 
obtainen in 
part. 

4Vbolly 

infructuous. 

Feuding at 
the end of 
the year. 

With the 
issue of 
process. 

Without the 
issue of 
process. 

On which 
the judg- 
ment-debtor 
was impri- 
soned. 

On which 
he was 
arrested but 
released 
without 
imprison- 
ment. 









5 

6 

7 

? 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 





Db. 

Rs. 

I 


185 : 

673 

233 

97 

17,322 


6 

61 

18,116 

30,575 

18,149 

7 077 

64,00,699 

2,68,176 , 

649 

1,372 

16,812 

33,995 

14,602 

2,967 

16,39,372 

1,60,058 

1,133 

3,171 

2^981 

4,736 

3,086 

1,335 

75,86,571 

1,61,726 

64 

114 

1 

20 

82 

118 

66 

1,67,606 

34,893 

5 

1 

1 

38,114 

75,061 

86,188 

11,542 

1,57,61,570 

6,24,853 

1,857 

4,719 


Acty V of 1920, during the pear 1929, showing the number and results of insolvency 
the number oj insolvents before the courts. 


disposed of— 


By order of 
adjudication 
under sections 
27 and 23, 


a 




11 


bo 

a 


12 


18 




U 


o ^ 
Pi '43 


c3 

rP P 
O 


15 


IG 


Debtors adjudged to be insolvents . 


Number before the court. 


ce 

Pi ' 


P 


bD <■ 

<u ^ 

P5 


17 


•n 

o 

bo 

o “2 
w a 

•nS S 
a 


18 


bo 

a 


•bJ c8 

Si, ^ 

<I 


19 


o 


20 


Disposed of— 


21 


22 


Discharged- 


a 

p 


23 


rif cq 
'ts 

o 


24 


EH 


cr p 

iggi^ 

Vi q ’T' O 

^ to 4= 
® 2 42 o 
w .£} n3 o 

,0 XU 

P, O 
•Wra 


OT w 
r— . O (D 

gains 
rc5 ^ P 
«» CQ P 
bD4a Ut 

[ E? g o a 
' M O f=l 

,i4 tX! c8 CD 

aPi 04 


25 


a • 


I o WJ 


bn 


02 PJ 

bjD'rS “ 

Q CQ 
I a> ..I 

,2 a 02 ffl 

O.H a 

|.a s s 

!ph * 


26 


601 

236 

837 


227 283 
266 I 36 
493 319 


1,395 

1,134 

2,529 



3,660 

3,189 

6,849 


3 893 

429 
3 1,322 


I- 


4,556 


1 

20 

3,618 

9 

4 

8,174 

9- 

24 


232 

304 

536 


66 

25 

91 


818 

333 

651 


5,148 

3,168 

8,316 


(2)(6), 



( 28 . ) 


Statement Proceedings in insolvency under the Provincial Insolvency 

receivers and the yrogress 


Glass of courts. 

Number of insolvents’ estates in the 
hands of receivers. 

|A mount of creditors’ claims 

Pendiug 
at the close 
of the 
previous 
year. 

Placed in 
charge of a 
receiver 
during the 
year. 

Pending 
at the 
close of 
the year. 

Unsatisfied 
and pending 
at the clo?^ 
of the 
previous 
year. 

Proved. 

1 

2 


4 

5 

6 - - 


■ 



Es, 

Es. 

Courts other than chief courts of 

1,491 

553 

1,582 

82,37, 53G; 

10,19,499 

districts. 






Chief courts of districts 

936 

319 

1,032 

40,58,736 

7,55,160 

Total 

2,427 

872 

2,664 

122,96,272 

17.74,659 


Statement 0. — Showing general result of the trial of suits instituted in 


Judgeships. 

Districts. 

Number of courts. 

Number of suits before 
the courts. 

Number of suits 

Pending from last year. 



Instituted. 

Received under sections 
30 and 31. 

Total for disposal. 

Without trial. 

0) 

Transferred by dis- i 
trict munsif to i 
his own court ; i 
section 18. 

Plaint rejected 
section 22, 

Plaint withdrawn, 
section 34. 

Suits dismissed; 
section 69. 

CC 

8 

'V! CM 

G3 P 

m o 
o -rt 

0) 

P 

1 

2 

3 

4 

0 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 ' 

Meerut 

Meerut . 

1 

1 

60 


61 

4 

, . 

10 


14 

Moradabad. . 

Bijnor 

6 

18 

517 

8 

538 

20 

55 

40 

1 

77 

Bareilly 

Bareilly 

11 

126 

615 

1 

742 

,6 

3 

64 

1 

146 

Shahjahan- 

Shahjahanpur.. 

5 

•• 

793 

1 

794 

31 

1 

82 

•• 

75 

pur, 

Budaun - . > 

1 

Budaun 

22 

22 

1,765 

11 

1,798 

31 

6 

170 

15 

541 

Malnpuri .. 

Mainpur i 

6 

8 

519 

30 

557 

22 

7 

89 

•• 

74 

Gorakhpur.. 

Gorakhpur ,, ! 

10 

20 

256 


276 

8 

. , . 

3 

27- 

16 

30 


Total 

61 

190 

4,525 

51 

4^766 

1 122 

75 

482 

33 

957 



( 29 ) 

Ac^, V of 1920, during the year 1929, showing the number of estates in the hands of 
made in winding them uy. 


dealt with during the year. 

Amount of insolvents’ assets realized and outstanding. 


Satisfied. 

Unsatisfied 
an(?> pending 
at the close 
of the 
year. 

Amount of 
realized assets 
in the hands 
of receivers 
at the close of 
the previous 
year. 

Gross 
amount 
realized 
during the 
year. 

Total 

amount 

of 

disburse- 

ments. 

Amount 
remaining 
in the hands 
of receivers 
at the close 
of the 
year. 

Remarks. 

7 

8 

9 

> 10 

11 

12 

13 

Es. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


3,27,191 

84,26,907 

2,91,238 : 

4,52,643 

3,58,040 ; 

3,99,064 

• 

1,98,066 

50,10,179 

91,564 

1,38,404 

1,30,581 

92,427 


5,25,257 

1,34,37,386 

3,82,802 

5,91,047 

4,83,621 

4,91,491 



the courts of the Village Munsifs during the year 1929. 


1 

disposed of — 

With 

contest. 

Total of columns 9 to 18, l.e., 
disposed of omitting trans- 
fers. 

Kumber of suits. 

Remarks, 

Without contest. 

\ 

-i=> 

o 

8“ 

^00 

W cq 

m 1 

a o 

o 

o a 

<D m cS 

a 

Compromised; sec- 
tion 33. 

Settled by oath ; 
section 35. 

Judgment for 
plaintifi in 

whole or in part. 

Judgment for 

defendant. 

Pending at the 
close of the year 

Pending more 

than two months 
at the close of 
the year. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

14 

1 

14 




53 

4 

4 


124 

33 

121 

6 

14 

46 

517 

1 

• • 


118 

126 

177 

17 

25 

18 

G95 

41 

40 


131 , 

106 

303 

41 

8 

5 

757 

6 

*• 


249 

203 

409 

76 

60 

25 

1,754 

13 

-• 


108 

76 

107 

33 

19 

17 

530 

5 

1 


53 

IS 

101 

•• 

6 

4 

258 

10 



797 j 

563 

1,237 

173 

132 

115 

4,564 

' 80 

45 




( 30 ) 



'Gorakhpur I Gorakhpur .. 10 60 94= 29 32 .. .. 3 2 46 256 



Statement 0 ( 2 ). — Showing the number and value of suits instituted in the courts of the Village Munaifs during the 

year 1929 . 


( 31 ) 



Total ^ .. 61 788 5,772 3,321 59,964 221 J 7,116 118 9,250 77 11,582 4,525 93,714 



( 8 ^ ) 


STAttEMENT D . — Showing the work done hy District Judges in 1929. 


Jadgeship. 

Original suits. 

Applications for 
execution of 

decrees. 

Miscell a n e 0 11 s 
oases (Judi- 

cial). 

Appeals, 

Sessions trials. 

Criminal appeals. 

Criminal applica- 
tions for revision 

Eegular. 

Miscellaneous 

Subordi- 

nate 

Judge. 

,1—. 

CO 

a 

o <u 

1: s . 

S CD. 
o > 

Total. 

Agra 

3 

47 

227 

38 


45 

150 

51 

53 

300 

67 

Agra Additional 

« • 


.. 

•• 

•• 

*• 

•• 

•• 

3 

14 

•• 

AlJg^lh • . 

2 

5 

195 

1 

184 

70 

255 

12 

25 

483 

^ 77 

Aligarh Additional 

11 

4 

58 

8 

•' 284 

112 

404 

10 

33 

62 

7 

Allahahad • * • • 

16 

2 

219 

59 

16 

69 

144 

23 

19 

398 

82 

Azamgarh, ... 

•• 


303 

58 

212 

64 

334 

22 

41 

172 

107 

Azamgarh Additional 

- 

• • 

.• 

•• 

•• 

- 

•• 

-• 

3 

•• 

• • 

Bareilly 

7 

6 

135 

97 

12 

26 

135 

39 

47 

255 

61 

Bareilly Additional 

•• 

. . 

.. 

•• 

•• 

•• 

.. 

•• 

1 

.. 


Benares 

5 

7 

324 

30 

14 

20 

64 

13 

30 

331 

103 

Budann ; . . . 

3 

7 

53 

20 

12 

29 

61 

8 

^94 

630 

33 

Bulandshaht .. 

1 

2 

190 

10 

1 

50 

61 

6 

61 

267 

85 

Bulandshahr Additional 

•• 

. . 

1 


•• 

17 

17 

1 

4 

.. 


Cawnpore 

11 

25 

395 

6 

35 

32 

73 

21 

54 

321 

56 

Cawnpore Additional 

4 

7 

206 

4 

12 

11 

27 

5 

44 

75 

22 

Parrnkhabad 

2 

5 

107 

26 

47 

45 

118 

20 

55 

384 

42 

Ghazipnt 

8 

2 

160 

31 

12 

56 

99 

15 

50 

222 

93 

Gorakhpur 

•• 

5 

149 

9 

1 139 - 

12 

160 

10 

20 

269 

10 

Gorakhpur Additional I .. 

3 

1 

96 

1 

62 

15 

96 

21 

46 

258 

52 

Gorakhpur Adlditional II 

- 

. . 

22 

14 

286 

17 

317 

18 

40 

121 

123 

Gorakhpur Additional III 

•• 

. . 

, . 


.. 

•• 


> • 

i 

• . 

•• 

Jliansi 

2 

. . 

440 

1 

i 5 

1 

53 

13 

1 

9 

24 

204 

35 

ilhansi Additional 

- 

. , 



.. 



• . 

2 

6 

2 

Kumaun and Pilibhit 

2 

28 

36 

232 

54 

11 

297 

31 

28 

132 

36 

Mainpuri 

9 

6 

192 

18 

16 

'73 

107 

13 

84 

557 

76 

Mainpuri Additional 

-• 

, , 

1 

• • 

1 

4 

5 

» . 

2 

-• 

.• 

Meerut 

3 

2 

285 

! 10 

26 - 

17 

53 

36 

61 

; 465 

109 

Meerut Additional I 

1 


35 

19 

1 

59 , 

79 

10 

42 . 

378 ^ 

102 

Meerut Additional II 





. . 



• • 

19 

87 ' 

7 

Moradabad 

30 

11 

198 

14 

47 

50 

111 

5? 

78 

319 

33 

Moradabad Additional .. 


3 

72 

11 

59 

60 

130 

31 

52 

159 

82 

Bahatanpur .. 

7 


246 


28 

43 

150 

48 

42 

477 

88 

Shahjahanput 

3* 

1 

66 

22 

11 

31 

64 

18 

82 

477 

80 

Total 

128 

176 

4,411 

840 

1,691 

1,051 

, 3,582 

537 

1,245 , 

7,853 

1 , 554 ' 


Azamgarh. Allahabad. Aligarh, 


( S8 ) 

Statement 'Ei.—lSh owing the work done by Subordinate Judges in 1929. 





Suits — 


u **-< 
o o 

M-l 

cases 

jAppeals 


05 

Judgeships. 

% 

Powers. 

Withdrawn, 

eto. 

i 

"Si 

'o 

Pi 

Contested. 

Total. 

Applications 

execution 

decrees. 

Miscellaneous 

(Judicial). 

Regular. 

Miscellaneous, 

Sessions triah 

CD 

Oi 

04 

ce 

Ti 

a 

1 

u 

O 

f ( 

Reg. . . 

34 

26 

109 

169 

306 

226 

11 




Agra . . . , j 




11 

14 







s. c. c. 

1 

2 

•• 

•• 


* • 

* • 


Agra Additional . . j' 

Keg . . 

4 

» 3 

11 

18 

128 

35 

84 

3 

, , 

, . 











S. C. 0. 

238 

478 

212 

928 

550 

64 

*• 

• ‘ 

- • 

•• 

Sessions and 'Sub- 

Reg. . . 



10 

10 

2 

3 

68 

, . 

3 

14 

ordinate Judge, 
Agra. 









52 


Sessions and Sub- 
ordinate Judge, 

Keg. . . 

3 


6 

13 

168 

155 

76 

11 

327 

Muttra. 












1 Muttra Additional 

Reg. . . 

2 


7 


•• 

1 

104 

7 

-• 

•• 

Total 


282 

513 

366 

1,161 

1,154 

484 

343 

21 

55 

341 

• c 

Keg. . . 

4 

22 

27 

53 

299 

213 



7 


Aligarh' j 











1 

S. 0. 0. 

1,064 

3,747 

593 

5,404 

3,209 

588 

- 

* • 

•* 


r 

[ Aligarh Additional 

Keg. . . 

6 

5 

67 

78 

.. 

132 

71 

4 

•• 

.• ■ 

Sessions and Subor- 
dinate Judges, Etah* 

Reg. . . 

2 

4 

21 

27 

107 

117 

•• 

•• 

84 

349 5 

(.Etah Additional , . 

Keg. . . 

2 

3 

13 

18 

3 

2 

•• 

•• 

•• 

** • 

Total 

•• 

1,078 

3,781 

721 

5,580 

3,618 

1,052 

71 

4 

91 

349 2 

f Allahabad ,, 

Keg. . . 

18 

11 

51 

80 

204 

167 

47 


» . 

. . 

Allahabad Addi- 

Keg. . . 

3 

1 

2 

6 



8 

4 



tional, 











Sessions and Sub- 

Keg. 




. . 


6 *: 

^84 

2 

45 

41 

ordinate Judge, 
Allahabad.^ 











Sessions and Sub- 
ordinate Judge, 
Mirzapur. 

Keg. .. 

5 

6 

12 

23 

91 

66 

81 

2 

36 

72 5 

. Mirzapur Additional 

Keg. . . 

1 

2 

45 

48 

*• 

•• 

55 


•• 

.. 

• Total 

•• 

27 

20 

no 

157 

295 

23‘9 ^ 

125 

8 

■ 

L13 *5 

f c 

Keg. . . 

16 

8 

89 

113 

515 

89 J 

LOT 

1 

6 


Azamgarh | 










S. 0. c 

1€2 

203 

158 

553 

• • 

68 

.. 

• • 

•• 

• . • 

Azamgarh Addi- C ’ 

‘ Reg. . . 

17^ 

1 

41 

59 

2 - 

13 •: 

a75 

3 

. . 


tional I, 

S. G. 0. 











220 

458 

630 

1,308 

113 

61 

.. 

•• 


• . ^ 

Azamgarh Addi-^ 

Keg. . . 

8 

2 

88 

98 

, , 

27 ; 

147 

« . 

, . 


tional IL ; 

9, 0. 0, 

2 










1 ( 

18 

15 

35 

•• 

2. 

•* 

•• 

.. 

. * * 

Total 


455 

690 

1,021 

2,166 

% 

630 

260 ) 

529 

4 

6 

. 



criminal applica- 
tions for levidion. 






( 34 ) 

Statement E ---Showing ihe work done by Subordinate Jicdges in 1929 — (contd.). 











CO 

1 




! . 






Suits. 


o O 

■4-t 

CO 

O 

Appeals. 


CQ 

"a 

I applica 
cr revision 


Judgeships, 

Powers. 

a 

8 

<» 

U. 

! 

m 

d d 
o o . 

to 

Si 

. 

CO 

d 

o 

o 

u 

-(J 

<U 

Ct4 

d4 

c3 





. 

rd O 

-(45 -4-3 

Decided 

parte. 

-+4> 

1 B 

o 

Q 

Total. 

H d ® 

o O S-I 

• a? o 

'q, 0^ 

cfi o 

S 

Regular 

o 

CO 

CO 

d 

_o 

CO 

<D 

CQ 

d 

d 

1 

6 

c3 

d U3 

‘a ^ 
9.2 

0 

1 

’c— Bareilly 

-1 

E.g. . . 

14 

9 

95 

118 

209 

294. 

119 


8 

•• 

•• 

pa 

( 

( 

s. G 0. 

S7 

173 

H4 

374 

19 

17 


•• 

• • 

•* 



Total 

• • 

• • 

101 

182 

209 

492 

228 

311 

'll9 


8 

• • 

-• 


f Benares 

Addi- 

Eeg .. 

14 

15 

61 

90 

j 

125 

103 

75 

7 





1 fcional I. 
Benares 

Addi* 


1 

4 

5 


1 

48 

3 




Reg. . . 


1 tional II. 














1 Sessions and Sub* r 

Reg, . . 

, . 



. , 

, , 


1 

. . 

12 

29 

6 


ordinate 

Judge, ^ 












<D 

Benares. 

s.c. c. 

1 

•• 

1 

2 





•• 

*• 

•• 

Sessions and Sub* 

Reg. . . 

8 

4 

7 

19 

111 

198 

86 

4 

37 

88 

65 

h 

o 

PQ 

ordinate 

Jaunpur, 

Judge, 




71 









Jaunpur 

Addi- 

Reg. . . 

6 

, . 

65 

20 

15 

75 

5 

, , 

, . 

, . 


tional I. 














Jaunpur 

Addi- ( 

Beg .. 

•• 

- 

•• 


•• 

17 

I 

352 

12 

•* 

- 

•• 


tional TI. 

J 

s. o.c. 

578 

660 

S42 

1,530 

533 

89 





.. 


Jaunpur 
. tional III. 

Addi* 

Reg. . . 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•• 

3 

188 

3 


- 



Total 

.. 

»• 

607 

680 

480 

1,767 

789 

426 

820 

34 

1 

49 

117 

71 



C 

Reg. . . 

! 

16 i 

6 

47 

69 

198 

205 

230 

i 

2 

6 



^ \ 

eS J 

Budaun 


1 











ro 5 


i 

S. C. 0. 

200 

547 

276 

1,023 

850 

141 


. . 

. . 

, . 

, , 

PQ ^ 
















Total 

•• 

: •• 

216 

553 

323 

1,092 

1,048 

346 

230 

2 

6 

•• 

-• 

- 


c 

Reg, *. 

12 

19 

69 

100 

251 

218 ' 

15 

1 

5 




Bulandshahr 














1 

s. 0 . c. 

136 

420 

190 

746 

379 

95 


. . 

, . 

, , 

, , 

*d 















JA 

00 

Bulandshahc 

Addi. f 

Reg. . . 

G 

4 

21 

31 

2 

11 

191 

11 

17 

.. 

.. 

ItJ 

i 

tional. 


S. 0. 0. 

1 

.. 

1 

2 

. . 

. . 

. . 

.. 

. . 

. . 

. . 

pa 

Sessions and 

Subor- 

Reg. , . 







13 


10 




dinate 

Judge, 













Bulandshahr. 














Total 

• • 

•* 

155 

<»| 

281 

879 

632 

324 5 

219 

12 

32 

*• 




( 35 ) 


Statement Showing the work done by Subordinate Judges in 1929 — fcontd.). 



- 







to 

1 




1 A ^ 





Suits. 



cfl 

cS 

O 

jAppealSr 


tfl 

0 

• ■--I XfX 

Pj*> 
pj 0 


• 



5? 




m 


CO 


a* 


Jucgeships. 

Powers. 




§ ri 
o o - 

rH.r-.Cfl 

o ^ 

0 


!=S 

O 

0 

a 

Is 

to 

1 

ca 






-4h=) 


^ ^ 0 


cc” 



a 

P ^ 




nd . 

Si o 

o 

Q 

<D 

O 

O 

Total. 

Si o o 
go-TJ 
< 

iTi l-S 

3 

tiD 

0 

« 

'o 

o 

tfl 

s 

o 

tfl 

to 

0 

CO 

0 

bM 

0 


f Cawnpore I 

Reg. - . 

15 

8 

74 

97 

181 

157 

39 

3 

18 

•• 



r 

Reg. .. 

10 

15 

96 

121 

158 

36 

43 


12 


, . 


Cawnpore II j 





111 

133 




xfir^ 



S. C. C. 

3SS 

» 528 

188 

1,104 


•* 

• • 

•• 

* • 


Cawnpore Addi- ^ 

Reg. .. 

52 

77 

72 

201 

15 

•• 

4 

• • 

•• 

•• 


6 

tional. ^ 

S. 0. 0. 

4 

1 

17 

22 

- 

12 


- 

S* 

•• 


o 

Sessions and Sub- 0 

Reg. .. 

1 


2 

3 

47 

117 

34 

1 

56 

201 

12 


ordinate Judge, j 












d 

Patetipur. ( 

S. C. C, 

107 

111 

GG 

284 

211 

•• 



• • 

•• 

* * 


Patebpur Additional 

Reg. . . 

1 

3 

26 

30 



91 

2 

** 

- 



Sessions and Subor- 

Reg. . . 

3 

3 

7 

13 

55 

93 

17 

, . 

65 

261 

44 


dinare Judge, 

Banda, 

r 

2 

2 

22 

26 

28 

30 

105 

4 

2 



Reg. .. 


j Banda Additional -J 












- 

t 

S. C. C. 

317 

373 

312 

1,002 

92 

17 

•• 



•* 

** 


Total 

• - 

900 

1,121 

862 

2,903 

903 

595 

333 

10 

153 

462 

56 


fFarrukhabad | 

Reg. .. 

14 

i 

17 

51 

82 

140 

218 

7 

6 

20 

•• 

- 

■73 1 
e3 

S. 0. 0. 

I 36 

73 

29 

138 

84 

16 

•• 

*• 

•• 

•• 

'• 

rQ 1 
2 1 

rd J 

[ Farrukhabad Addi- 

Reg. . . 



1 

1 

.. 

19 

375 

7 

4 




! tional. 












d 

Sessions and Subor- 

Reg .. 

, . 



, , 



19 


1 

• • 

. . 

cS 

dinate Judge, 












Pd 

^ B’arrukbabad. 














Total 

• • 

50 

10 

81 

221 

224 

253 

401 

13 

25 



1 

I 

Ghazipur . . ^ 

Reg. .. 

S. 0. C. 

5 

134 

2 

1.53 

75 

42 

82 

329 

181 

97 

129 

16 

361 

2 

1 


•• 

tS 

Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. . * 









14 

26 

*7 

^ 1 

^ 1 

ordinate Judge, 
Ghazipur. 














( 

Reg. . . 

13 

4 

68 

85 

132 

124 

239 

18 

2 

, , 

, , 

o 1 

Ghazipur Addi- ) 












( 

^ tional at Ballia, ^ 

S. C. 0. 

55 

50 

17 

122 

49 

. . 

. . 


. - 

.* 

.. 


Total 

-• 

207 

209 

202 

618 

459 

269 

600 

20 

17 

26 

7 

. ( 
p 1 

Gorakhpur ,, ^ 

‘ Reg. . . 

s. c. c. 

5 

241 

6 

221 

64 

223 

75 

685 

175 

603 

217 

120 

1 

•• 

8 


•• 

A 

dl 

O-.'-aV-r-ur Addi- ( 

Reg. .. 

11 

4 

77 

92 

179 

212 

43 

, , 

17 

, . 


j 

r. } 

s. c. c. 

2S2 

252 

175 

709 

284 

83 

, , 

, , 


• , 

* , 

o 


Reg. .. 

• 27 

6 

80 

113 

221 

226 

85 

3 

6 

. . 

, . 

o 

Basti , . * ' 1 

S. 0. c. 

423 

503 

307 

1,233 

318. 

96 

.. 


, . 

• . 

, * 

I 

Basti Additional . . 

Reg. . . 

- 17 

6 

25 

48 

7. 

10 

63 

3 

1 


• « 

i 

S. C. C. 

21 

24 

■21 

66 


6 


•* 

.. 

** 

.. 


Total 

•• 

1,027 

1,022 

972 

3,021 

1,787 

970 

192 

6 

I 2 

•* 

•* 


( 36 ) 

Statement K— Showing the work done by Subordinate Judges in 1929 — (contd.). 





Suita. 

o o 

cases 

Appeals. 


CQ 

"cS 

applica- 

revision. 





a 



OQ 

OQ 

i:! . 


CO 


PL4 


Judgeships. 

Powers. 

a 

<0 



a rt 
o o . 

0 ^ 

a 


0 

© 

d 

TI 

c8 

_ .0 




03 




if © 
cS O o 

c9 © 



M 

S4 

ci 

a 

cQ 

d “ 




TS . 

o 

© -Ki 

g ^ 

© 

+3 

a 

o 

c? 

O 

© o w 
O O 

®'§ 

M f-S 

.rH 'W.' 

© 

M 

•2 

m 

00 

© 

1 

M 

•Pi d 

jLi 






O 


< 


P:^ 

i 

CQ 

0 

0 

■sf , ( 

g 4 Jhansi . . ^ 

Beg. .. 

3 

3 

36 

42 

135 

31 

58 

1 

24 

•• 

- 


f- 

s. G. a 

1,839 

1475 

63^ 

3,949 

2,192 

241 

•• 

*• 

•• 

*• 

.. 


Total 

•* 

1,84'2 

1,478 

671 

3,991 

2,327 

322 

58 

1 

24 

•• 

. . 


'Sessions and Sub- f 

Reg. . . 

1 

4 

10 

15 

75 

14 

14 

• . 

5 




ordinate Judge, -{ 





630 








Pilibliit. 1 

S. G. C. 

21 

27 

18 

65 

58 

. . 

. . 

. . 

. . 


d 

Pilibhit Additional | 

Keg. .. 

S. G. 0. 

2 

60 

3 

111 

14 

70 

19 

241 

12 

100 

64 

97 

14 

1 

42 

94 

6 

d j 
ca i 

Sessions and Subor- 

Rag. . . 


. . 

. . 

, . 

. « 

, , 

. . 

, . 

40 

37 


a 

S 

dinate Judge of 
■ Kumaun. 













Naini Tal 

Reg, . . 

442 

474 

242 

1,158 

659 

253 

. . 


. . 

. . 



Almora 

Beg. : 

541 

340 

334 

1,215 

916 

232 

, , 

. . 

. , 

. . 



.Gathwal 

Reg. . . 

851 

737 

332 

1,920 

1,803 

139 

•• 

• • 

•• 

*• 

.. 


Total 

• * 

1,918 

1,696 

1,020 

4,634 

3,745 

857 

28 

1 

87 

131 

3 


( 

Reg. . . 

9 

23 

44 

76 

88 

109 

207 

.. 

13 

, , 



Mainputi . < 


291 










d 

S. 0. 0, 

238 

132 

661 

699 

106 

, , 

^ . 


, . 


p< 1 
d 

Mainpuri Addi- r 














Reg. . . 

5 

12 

41 

58 

128 

104 

227 

36 

4 



1 

tional at Etawah, < 

L. ^ 

S. 0 0, 

432 

713 

235 

1,3S0 

572 

156 

•• 

.. 

.. 

•• 

. . 


Total 

• • 

684 

1,039 

452 

2,175 

1,487 

475 

434 

36 

17 

•• 



"Meerut 

Reg, • . 

16 

35 

50 

101 

476 

4 00 

106 

.. 

14 

•• 



Meerut Additional 

Reg. . . 

11 

4 

50 

65 

. . 

17 

78 

.. 

10 

• * 



Assistant Sessions ( 

Reg. *. 

3 


4 

7 

79 

63 

134 


45 

.. 


-*a 

d -J 

and Subordinate t 
Judge, Mearut. 

S. G. 0. 

307 

5^ 

230 

1,120 

463 

78 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

.. 

o 

Temporary Assist- 

Reg. . . 

, , 

, . 

, . 



27 

80 

, , 

8 

24 

1 


ant Sessions and 
Subordinate Judge, 
Meerut. 

( 

Reg. • • 

16 

22 

34 

' 72 

233 

195 

169 


24 

. . 1 



Muzafiarnagar •„ < 




1 

j 



i 






S. G. G. 

225 

367 

125 1 

717 ^ 

898 

168 

•• 


•• 


•• 


Total 

•• 

178 

1,011 

493 ■ 

2.082 

2,149 

943 

567 

50 

101 

24 

1 


' Mocadabad 

Reg. .. 

23 

35 

64 

122 

359 

' 364 

19 

.. 

5 



»t5 

OS 

Moradabad Addi- 

Reg. . . 

7 

6 

29 


5 

289 

296 

8 




-Q 

tional I. 


, 









c8 

n3 ’ 

Moradabad Addi* 

Reg. . . 



1 

1 

2 

26 

97 

7 

21 



cS 

M 

.O 

tional I L 

Sessionat andi Sub- 






2 

139 

20 

Reg. .. 


23 

34 

i ‘ordina^ie Judge » 










• «* 

\ MoradabadL 

Total 

.-4 


■ 











•» 

» c 

39 

5 41 

94 

1 165 

\ 

-Av; 

366 

629 

435 

' 17 

60 

139 

20 



Shahjahanpur. Saharanpur. 


( 37 ) 

Statement B. — Showing the. work dene by Subordinate Judges in 1929~(coDcld.). 





Suits. 


«2 

CG 

<D 

ttJ 

O 

Appeals. 


03 

If ^ 

CO Q 

o.‘r* 

Judgeship. 

Powers. 

Withdrawn, 

etc. 

55 

^ h~. 

*3 ^ 

CD 

P 

Contested. 

CO 

O 

H 

Applications 

eseontion 

decrees. 

Miscellaneous 

(Judicial). 

c5 

'o 

o 

w 

Miscellaneous 

'm 

to 

a 

o 

02 

<3J 

CQ 

04 

P4 

c3 

a 

1 

Q 

Criminal ap 
tions for re\ 

f Saharanpur I 

Reg, • . 

22 

42 

83 

147 

130 

172 

105 

16 

11 



Saharanpur II .. j 

Reg. . . 

69S 

i 

1 

1 

901 

628 

131 

6 

16 



S. C. C. 

91S 

200 

1,816 

1,542 

290 

• * 

• • 

•• 

•* 


Saharanpur Addi- \ 

Reg. . . 



•• 

•• 

389 

84 

10 

- 

• • 

•• 


tional. f 

S. G. C. 

165 

242 

91 

498 

530 

57 

•• 

*• 

i . 

•• 


Total 


885 

1,202 

375 

2,462 

3,492 

1,231 

246 

21 

26 

.. 


Shahjahanpur .. ^ 

Reg. . . 

15 

10 

24 

49 

209 

U57 

j 48 

•• 

32 

1 

•• 

• • 

S. C. G. 

189 

376 

235 

800 

l,lc7 

205 

•• 

•* 

•• 

• * 

# * 

Shahjahanpur ) 

Reg. . . 


•• 

5 

5 

3 


2^; 

•• 

•• 

• • 


Additional. ( 

S, C. C. 

• • 

4 

2 

6 


• • 

• ' 

• • 

• • 

-• 


Total . . 1 


204 

390 

266 

860 

1,369 

362 

73 

- 

32 

• • 


Grand Total . . 


ll,246j 

16,161 

9,019 

36, 4261. 

26,702 

10,3o3 ( 

3,123 

260 

902 

1,702 

281 


tions for revision. 



( S8 ) 

Statement F.-- Showing the wotIc done by Mnnsifs 1929 . 





Suits 

.2 

d 

-d 

d 

r*. 








CD 

M 

CD 

«2 

CD 

m 




S ^ 1 

•a 



t-i 

0 

ca 

0 

Jugdeships. 

MunBifis. 

Power- s. 

6 1 




cfi CG 

d <D 

CG 

d 

0 




> *0 


n3 

0 

r 

•2 M 

1 s 

a 

c3 




S 1 1 

0 

TJ 

zn 

.2 


-S 






0 

CD 

a 

0 

g° 

*3 





Q 

0 


< 


f 

Agra 

Eeg. . . 

^ 125 

144 

340 

609 

830 

465 

Agra Additional 

Keg. . . 

9 

17 

118 

144 

19 

10 


Reg. . . 

110 

151 

i^23 

434 

993 

429 


Fatehabad • • | 

s.do... 

748 

1,039 

327 

2,114 

596 

93 

Agra 

C 

Eeg. . . 

85 

174 

231 

490 

1,159 

441 

Muttra .. -'I 

s.dc. .. 

646 

1JS2 

299 

2,127 

946 

173 


Mattra Additional 

Reg. • . 

95 

166 

245 

506 

28 

29 



Reg. . . 

95 

99 

261 

455 

1,006 

226 


Mahaban .. | 

SG.G... 

742 

742 

449 

1933 

580 

72 


Total 

. •• ' 

2,655 

3,714 

2,493 

8,862 

6,162 

1,938 

r 

Aligarh (Koil) 

Reg. . . 

121 

135 

236 

492 

60S 

363 

Aligarh Hawaii 

Reg. . . 

47 

185 

311 

543 

1,131 

503 


Aligarh Additional .. 

Reg. . .• 

132 

to 

309 

531 

. . 

56 


Reg. . . 

223 

233 

296 

752 

924 

371 


Hathras . . . . 

S.C.O.. . 

751 

1,252 

404 

2,407 

938 

164 

Aligarh 

Jalesar ... 

Reg. . . 

s.c.c... 

53 

273 

129 

681 

241 

343 

428 

1,302 

926 

311 

214 

64 



Reg. . , 

77 

214 

349 

640 

777 

381 


Kasganj .. ^ 

s.o.c... 

397 

1,229 

290 

1,916 

1,210 

193 


Etah .. 

Reg. . . 

170 

243 

334 

752 

1,053 

471 

L 

S.C.O.. . 

555 

1,376 

326 

2,257 

1,289 

199 


Total 

• • 

2,804 

5,772 

3,444 

12,020 

9,162 

2,979 

' 

Allahabad West 

Reg. . . 

93 

82 

25S 

433 

1,286 

395 

Allahabad East 

Reg. . . 

86 i 

33 

288 

407 

1,133 

446 

Allahabad 

Allahabad Additional.. 

Reg. , . 

152 

31 

242 

425 

. . 

23 


Beg. . . 

314 

390 

245 

949 

1,110 

311 

w 

Mirzapur | 

S.O.C... 

757 

1,221 

182 

2,160 

1,086 

65 


Total 

*• 

1,402 

1,757 

1,215 

4,374 

4,615 

1,240 

r 

Azamgarh city 

Eeg. . . 

88 

61 

394 

643 

358 

261 

j 

Azamgarh Additional I 

Reg .. 

42 

36 

448 

526 

. . 

110 

1 

Azamgarh Additional II 

Reg. .. 

33 

12 

363 

408 

. . 

50 

Azamgarh . . \ 

Azamgarh Hawaii . • 

Reg. . . 
S.O.C. .. 

82 

43 

454 

579 

414 

28 

384 

1 

i 

Mnhammadabad Gohna | 

Reg. . . 
S.O.C. . . 

'120 

’*16 

*^7 

*523 

705 

15 

406 


Total 

- 

365 

168 

2,046 

2,579 

1,520 

1,211 

( 

Bareilly City 

Reg. . . 

.-i;- 9X 

57 

263 

411 

740 

514 

Bareilly ..j 

Bareilly Hawaii 

Reg, . . 

84 

84 

293 

461 

482 

320 

. Bareilly Additional . . 

Reg. . . 

19 

40 

SOI 

360 

201 

181 


Tota\ - 

. ■■■ 

194 

181 

j 857 

1,232 

1,423 

1,015 



( 39 ) 

Statement Showing the work done by Sltinsifs 1929 ^continued j. 


Judgeslaips. 


Benares 


Budann 


BulandshaBr 


Cawnpore ..•j 


Farrukhabad -{ 


Muubius, 


Benares City 
Benares Hawaii 
Benares Additional »<: 
Jaunpnr City 

Jaunpur 

Jaunpur Additional I.. 
Jaunpnr Additional TI 

Shaliganj 


Total 

Budann East 
Budaun West 
Sahaswan 
Bisauli 

Total 

Bulandshabr I 
Bulandsbahr II 
K-hiiria . . 

Total 

Cawnpore .. 

Akbarpur 

Eatebpur *, 

Banda 
Hamirpur 

Total 

Eari’ukhabad 
Farrukhabad Additional 
KanauJ 

Kanauj Additional 
Kaimganj .. 

Total 


Powers. 

Suits. 

Applications for execution 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases (Judi- 
cial ). 

Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

si 

O 

*o 

G) 

Q 

Contested. 

Total. 







^ ' 


69 

93 

242 

404 

— 

686 

408 

Reg. . . 

63 

£8 

342 

4G3 

582 

422 

Beg. 

59 

57 

2 4 

370 

. . 

42 

Eecr. . . 

CO 

42 

328 

430 

776 

387 

Reg. .. 

53 

60 

349 

467 

551 

262 

s d.c. 

43' 

59 

50 

152 

74 

17 

Reg, .. 

79 

54 

302 

[25 

99 

45 

Reg. . . 

23 

20 

173 

210 

20 

38 

Reg. .. 

86 

34 

344 

464 

586 

318 

S.GbC... 

194^ 

172 

113 

479 

145 

26 

. . 

734 

649 

2,587 

3,970 

8,519 

1,965 

Reg. .. 

42 

59 

214 

315 

458 

236 

S.G.G.'.. 

117 

187 

90 

394 

112 

15 

Reg.- .. 

119 

88 

267 

474 

850 

359 

s.d c. .. 

291 

455 

201 

947 

680 

128 

Reg. .. 

47 

60 

144 

251 

960 

345 

t S.G.G... 

523 

670 

834 

1,532 

713 

136 

f Reg. .. 

88 

190 

239 

517 

926 

325 

S.G.G... 

268 

797 

383 

1,448 

916 

133 


1,500 

2,506 

1,872 

Or 

S 

GO 

5,621 

1,677 

f Reg. . . 

81 

143 

266 

490 

997 

424 

[ S.G.G .. 

553 

1,746 

433 

2,732 

1,433 

153 

\ Keg, . , 

67 

135 

256 

458 

1,228 

450 

1 S.GG. .. 

477 

1,692 

511 

2,680 

1,294 

162 

\ Reg .. 

172 

299 

315 

786 

921 

419 

1 S.G.G ., 

449 

.,295 

369 

2,113 

1,071 

186 

- 

1,799 

5,310 

2,150 

9.259 

6,944 

1,744 

Reg. , . 

279 

333 

537 

1,149 

1,102 

362 

f Reg. .. 

98 

128 

198 

424 

788 

282 

[ S.G.G .. 

355 

476 

279 

1,110 

236 

65 

( Reg. . . 

72 

45 

211 

' 328 

540 

877 

[ S.G.G... 

319 

276 

136 

73] 

120 


( Reg. . . 

148 

124 

338 

610 

822 

391 

1 S.G.G... 

t& 

57 

24 

139 

. . 


( Reg. . . 

100 

95 

177 

372 

[26 

271 

[ S.G.G... 

422 

470 

186 

1,078 

325 



1,851 

2,004 

2,086 

5,941 

4,459 

1,748 

C Reg. . . 

67 

162 

237 

466 

1,130 

557 

1 S.G.G... 

70 

188 

93 

351 

]3S 

3G 

1 Reg. . . 

11 

11 

92 

114 


1 

C Reg. . . 

153 

206 

395 

759 

1,2k 

483 

{ S.G.G .. 

411 

672 

323 

1,406 

477 

136 

Reg- . , 


, . 

28 

28 

, , 


Reg..'.. 

75 

140 

173 

388 

652 

207 

•• 

792 

li379 

1.341 

3,512 

3,688 

1,420 



( 40 ) 

Statement F . — Shoioing the worh done by Munsifs in 1929 (contd.). 


Judgeships. 


Ghazipur . , 


Gorakhpur . . ^ 


Jhansi 




Kumaun and J 
Piiibhit. 1 


f 

I 

Maiupuri ^ 


I 


Munsifis. 


Ghazipur .• 

Pallia 

Ballia Additional 
Muhammadabad 
Basra 

Saidpu.1^ . . 

Total 

Gorakhpur.. 

Gorakhpur Additional 

Deoria 

Deoria Additional 
Bansgaon .. 

Bansgaon Additional 
Basti 

Basti Additional 
Bansi 

Bansi Additional 
Total 

Jhansi 
Jalaun (Orai) 

Lalitpur . . 

Total 

Piiibhit .. 

Naini Tal . , 

Almora 
Garhwal .. 

Total 

Mainpuri .. 

Shikohabad 

Etawah 
Phaphun d 

Total 


Powers. 


Beg. 

s.o.c. 

Beg. 

S.O.C. 

Beg. 

Beg, 

Beg. 

Beg. 


Reg, 

Beg. 

Reg. 

S.O.C. 

Beg. 

S.O.C. 

Reg. 

S.O.C. 

Reg, 

S.O.C. 

Reg, 

Reg. 

Reg. 

S.O.C. 

Reg. . 


Reg. 

5.0. C. 
Beg. 

8 . 0 . 0 . 
Beg. 
S.0.0. 


Reg. 

S.O.G. 

Reg. 


Beg. 

S.O.C. 

Reg. 

S.C.C. 

Beg. 

Beg. 


Suits. 

Applications for execution 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous oases (Judi- 
cial). 

Withdrawn, com- 
pronaised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

a 

<D 

’o 

<D 

ft 

Contested. 

Total, 

^ 93 

57 

267 

417 

635 

240 

16 

14 

7 

37 

17 

• • 

65 

69 

276 

410 

567 

386 

29 

56 

31 

116 

130 

4 

16 

6 

114 

136 

3 

4 

115 

145 

264 

524 

365 

126 

201 

319 

297 

817 

484 

304 

57 

47 

249 

353 

274 

121 

592 

713 

1,505 

2,810 

2,475 

1,185 

101 

ICG 

442 

712 

1,138 

737 

129 

92 

419 

640 

672 

98 

166 

108 

310 

583 

1,042 

645 

421 

294 

166 

871 

846 

119 

199 

97 

348 

644 

248 

102 

270 

339 

150 

759 

81 

18 

90 

61 

354 

505 

758 

660 

S88 

423 

151 

957 

‘240 

16 

74 

41 

285 

400 

137 

83 

35 

27 

14 

76 

5 

4 

90 

40 

284 

414 

679 

506 

123 

73 

295 

491 

23 

57 

146 

159 

462 

767 

1,059 

505 

20 

26 

16 

62 

5 

1 

39 

84 

127 

2C0 

2 

3 

2,348 

1,920 

3,813 

8,081 

6,930 

8,554 

213 

153 

466 

832 

S96 

237 

4 

6 

13 

23 

. . 

• . 

121 

80 

217 

418 

943 

276 

844 

587 

316 

1,747 

368 

66 

415 

350 

226 

991 

928 

107 

477 

454 

249 

1,180 

348 

27 

2,074 

1,630 

1,487 

5,191 

3,483 

713 

86 

76 

196 

358 

432 

259 

411 

607 

444 

1,462 

380 

113 

571 

627 ’ 

128 

1,326 

525 

118 

324 

264 

51 

639 

242 

98 

806 

374 

99 

1,279 

218 

59 

2,198 

1,948 

918 

5,064 

1,797 

647 

117 

179 

361 

657 

678 

849 

124 

178 

77 

379 

67 

21 

95 

153 

236 

484 

633 

275 

379 

712 

133 

1,224 

353 

78 

63 

134 

266 

463 

682 

316 

609 

644 

370 

1,423 

818 

293 

1,287 

1,900 

1,443 

4,630 

3,231 

1,332 



( 41 ) 

Statement F. — ShowiuQ tho wotJc do'UiO by Muusifs lu 1929 *^(Goncldi). 


Judgeships. 


Munsifis. Powers. 


Meerut 

Meerut Additional I .. 
Meerut Additional II . . 

Ghaziabad,. 

Ghaziabad Additional I • 


Ghaziabad Ad 
II. 

MuzafEarnagar 

MuzaSarnagar 

tional. 

Kairana 


Additional 


Addi* j 


' Moradabad.. 
Sambhal . . 

Chandausi. , 
Amroha 

Moradabad..^ Amroha Additional 


13,574 11,625 8,669 


Nagina 

Nagina Additional 


Saharanpur 


Saharanpur 
Saharanpur Haweli 


l \ Deoband 


Shahjahanpur 


Shahjahanpur 


Grand Total 


119,002 


( 42 ) 

Statement G. ^Showing the ‘work done by Honor ary Miinsifs in 1929 . 






Suits. 


.g 

*-+3 

a 

>73 

!=f 

Judgt^sliips. 

Alunsifis. 

Powers. 

Withdrawn, com- 
promised, con- 
fessed, etc. 

53 

o 

’o 

CD 

Q 

Contested. 

♦ 

Te 

o 

EH 

Applications for exec 
of decrees. 

m 

o 

CQ 

03 

O 

cc 

P! 

O 

Q 

a 

ca 

o 

^ o 

r 

?^j;):oial Munsif 

Aiuihabad. 

Reg. . . 

345 

501 

119 

965 

*• 

-• 


First Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs, Allahabad. 

Reg. . . 

370 

361 

203 

939 

- 

50 


Second Bench of Hono- 
rary Munsifs, Allah- 
abad. 

Eeg. . . 

432 

421 

IGO 

1,013 

• • 

89 

Allahabad . , 

Honorary Alunsif at 
Bibipiu*. 

Reg. . . 

34 

14 

A 

53 

•• 

•• 


Honorary Munsif at 
Utraon. 

Reg . . 

25 

10 

1 

36 

*• 



Honorary Munsif at 
Udhin Buzurg. 

Reg. .. 

37 

26 

25 

88 

•• 

•• 


Honorary Munsif at 
Kasulpur. 

^ Reg. ... 

47 

13 

3 

63 

•• 

*• 


Total 


1,290 

1,346 

521 

8,157 

•• 

139 

Budahn . . ^ 

H '"•r. rr ?tuns if at 

Reg. . . 

47“ 

86 

62 

195 


11 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Budaun. 

Reg. . , 

130 

281 

103 

514 

•• 

31 


Total . 

*• 

177 

367 

165 

709 

•• 

42 

Bulaudshahr 

Honorary Munsif at 
Chandera 

Reg. ... 

49 

52 

12 

113 

•• 

18 


Total 

•• 

49 

52 

12 

113 

•• 

18 

r 

Honorary Munsif at 
Shamshabad. 

Reg. . . 

107 

157 

89 

353 ^ 

175 

83 


Honorary Munsif at 
Kampil. 

Reg. . . 

133 

192 

81 

406 

161 

64 


Honorary Munsif at 
Amritpur, 

Reg. . , 

19 

69 

24 

112 

47 

24 

Factukhabad ^ 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Kanauj. 

First Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Farrukh- 
abad. 

, Second Bench of Hono- 
rary Munsifs at Far- 
rukhabad. 

Reg. . . 

.Reg. .. 

Reg. . . 

96 

215 

175 

247 

2C8 

302 

43 

81 

94 

386 

564 

571 

•• 

14' 

28 

53 


Total - 


745 

1,235 

412 

2,392 

383 

266 



( 43 ) 

Statement G.—S^iowing the work done by Honorary Munsifs in 1929 — (contd.) 





* , — 1 ' ■' ■' — 

Suits. 

a 

r3 

H> 




iJ 




o 

© 

M 

Vfi. 

© 







o 

ca 








-Pi 

O 

Judgeships. 

Munsifis. 

i 

Powers. 

^ ^ 6 
rcS -J? 
fe CD ® 

<5> 

nrs 


S CQ 
_o O 

!=J 

O 

© 

fl 




m ^ 

Ti 

o 


8 





sil 

rCl O cQ 

4^ <D 
• r-, Wvi-I 

CD 

O 

CD 

za 

© 

a 

o 

■+3 

o 

3^ 

[iscei 

cial) 


j 


^ 1 

Q 

O 


< 


r 

j 

Bench of Honorary 

Beg. .. 

2S1 

279 

58 

618 

.. 

_ 36 

ivlunsifs at Ghazipur. 

Beg. . . 

174 

81 

24 

279 


39 

1 

Ghazipur . •>{ 

Bench of Honorary 

' * 

Munsifs at Ballia. 


65 

18 

108 



1 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . . 

25 

• • 

9 

i 

Bansdih. 









Total 


480 

425 

100 

1,005 

•• 

84 

f 

Bench of Honorary 

Beg. . . 

327 

224 

99 

650 

# # 

52 

Munsifs at Gorakhpur. 

C4 

37 

10 

111 



j 

Bench of Honorary 

Beg. . . 

.■ 9 

G 

1 

Munsifs at Uskabazar. 
Honorary Munsif afc 

Beg. . . 

15S 

53 

21 

232 

• • 

5 

1 

Chauri Ohaura. 





19 




Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . . 

9 

5 

5 

* • 

5 

Gorakhpur , . -j 

Unwal. 

Honorary Munsif at 
Pakarrdiha. 

Beg, . . 

131 

41 

16 

188 


11 


Honorary Munsif at 

Beg .. 

7 

4 


11 

• • 

1 


Kuhabar. 


' 

20 


78 




Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . , 

57 

1 

« « 

2 

I 

Padrauna. ^ i 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg 

95 

55 

53 

173 

• • 

5 


Siswa Bazar, 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

84 

54' 

64 

202 

• • 

6 

1 

Mohanpur. 









Total 

•• 

932 

493 

239 

1,664 

• • 

92 

r 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . . 

127 

56 

71 

254 

120 

16 

Kumaun .. < 

Garhwal 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . , 

181 

220 

116 

517 

, 123 

19 

(. 

Almora. 









Total 

. . 

308 

276 

187 

771 

243 

35 

C 

Honorary Munsif at 

Beg. . . 

114 

77 

25 

216 

• • 

15 

Maiupuri < 

‘ Malajani. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

35 

20 

2 

57 


2 

i 

Burn. 









Total 


149 

97 

27 

273 


17 

Meerut 

Bench of Honorary 

Beg. . . 

391 

720 

85 

1,196 


53 


Munsifs at Muzaifar- 
nagar. 









Total 


391 

720 

85 

ia96 

•• 

58 


Total 
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Statement G . — Showing the work done by Honorary Mwnsifsin 1929— (concluded). 






Suits. 


1 

•40 

a 

Ha 

' Judgeships. 

Munsifis. 

Powers. 

Withdran, com- 

promised, con 

1 fessed, etc. I 

su 

n3 

<D 

‘o 

D 

Q 

Contested. 

c3 

O 

Applications for exec 
of decrees. 

xa 

<D 

m 

cS 

Q 

ta 

O 

o 

a 

*3 

o cu 

*o 


Honorary Munsif at 
Muhammadpur, Deo- 
mal. 

Eeg. . . 

152 

112 

i 

21 

285 

• • i 

13 


Honorary Munsif at Gaj- 
raula. 

Reg. • . 

176 

131 

67 

374 

• • 

12 

Moradabad . , ^ 

Honorary Munsif at 
Hajibabad, 

Reg* • • 

271 

215 

i 

44 

560 

♦ • 

7 


Honorary Munsif at 
Seohara. 

Reg. . . 

•• 

3 

•• 

3 

•• 

•• 

L 

Honorary Munsif at 
Hebtor. 

Reg. . . 

•* 

3 

•• 

3 

•• 

•• 


Total 

•• 

599 

494 

182 

1,225 

• • 

32 

I 

Saharanpur. . - 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Saharanpur. 

Reg. . . 

274 

972 

142 

1,388 

• • 

20 


Honorary Munsif at 
Eoorkee. 

Eeg. . . 

305 

493 

136 

934 

410 

45 

1 

Total 

•• 

579 

1,465 

278 

2,322 

410 

65 

1 

i 

Grand Totad 

•• 

5,699 

6,970 

2,158 

14,827 

1,036 

1 

848 
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Statement H . — Showing the work done by Courts of Small Causes in 1929. 


Judgeships. 

Courts . 

Powers. 

Agra 

Agra . . ^ 

s.c.c. .. 

B.J. .. 


Total • • 

•• 

Allahabad 

Allahabad .. ^ 

S.G.O. .. 
S.J. .. 


Total 

•• 

Bareilly .. 

Bareilly 

S.G.O. .. 
S.J. .. 


Total 


Benares .. 

Benares .. 

S.G.O. .. 

S. J. . . 


Total 

•• 

Oawnpore,, 

Oawnpore .. ^ 

sc.c. .. 
S.J. - 


Total 

•• 

Meerut . . 

Meerut .. ^ 

S.G.O. .. 
S.J. 


Total 

• • 

Moradabad 

Moradabad .. ^ 

S.G.O. . . 
S.J. .. 


Total 

• • 

Saharanpur | 

Koorki (canton- 
ment). 

Dehra Dun . . | 

B.c.a .. 

S.G.O. .. 

S.J. .. 


Total • . 

.. 


Geakd Tqtai. .. 

•• 


.a 


rrt 


.o S Appeals. 

-+a S3 

0 HS * 

O - w' t 


•2 =» § .^ S. 

d “ o ^ 'S ^ 

I s I § - ^ 

|l 1^ S a s 2 

I 11 a I I 

O PjO.rtO S t! 

eh <4 g M S CQ O 


1^566 2,309 903 

1,566 2,309 903 

848 770 319 


4,778 4,381 456 

7 .. 


4,778 4,388 456 

1,937 1,922 252 


848 770 319 


1,314 2,149 1,659 
1 


1,314 2,149 1,660 
1,397 1,471 719 


206 3 11 .. 

1,937 1,922 252 206 3 11 .. 


5,122 8,028 1,161 

1 2 15 7 .. 3 .. 


5,123 8,030 1,176 7 . . 3 . . 


3,537 1,840 390 .. .. 

.. .. 35 105 12 


1,397 1,471 719 

1,572 2,087 1,313 

1,572 2,087 1,313 
1,667 3,827 1,699 


3,587 1,840 '425 105 12 


4,972 2,491 474 .. i,-. .. .. 

6 .. 18 1 .. .. 


4,972 2,496 474 IB 1 


7,193 4,966 1,023 . . . . 

•■I 1 28., 


1,667 3,827 

1,699 

7.193 4,967 1,025 8 

..1 .. 


1,191 2,908 

779 

4,878 1,810 323 .. 



.. 

•* 

5 

.. 

•• 

1,191 2,908 

779 

4,878 1,310 323 5 

* * 

• * 

20 23 

9 

52 27 .. 

.. 

.. 

1,221 11,691 

617 

3,562 2,666 391 .. 



98 107 

135 

340 407 214 


•• 

1,342 1,821 

791 

3,954 3,099 605 .. 

♦ • 5 

•- 

10,897 17,342 

CO 

C30 

CO 

36,422 23,052 4,736 349 

16 19 

, . 
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Statement l.—Bhowing result of proceedings in execution of decrees in 1929. 





Number of applications disposed of — 

Number 

Pend- 

ing 

over a 
year. 


Jadgesilips* 


Nu^iber 
of appli - 
cations. 

Decrees 

wholly 

satisfied. 

Decrees 

partly 

satisfied 

Wholly 
inf rue > 
tuous. 

Total. 

of 

applica- 

tions 

pending 

Amount 

realized, 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

.8 

9 

Agra "”7. 


i'2,ai7 

1,944 

1,901 

7,9G6 

11,751 

2,988 

41 

Bs, 

11,41,554 

Aligarh ,, 


13,201 

2,649 

3,857 

6,283 

12,789 

2,679 

15 

16,94,723 

Allahabad 


7,796 

1,746 

1,555 

3,533 

6,834 

2,098 

90 

5,91,295 

A2amgarh 


2,26^ 

926 

332 

892 

2,150 

606 

8 

2,97,020 

Bareilly . . 


4,739 

1,115 

1,024 

2,548 

4.687 

962 

G 

5,14,485 

Benares . . 


6,279 

1,825 

1,244 

3,086 

6,155 

1,845 

46 

9,68,806 

Budann .* 


6,842 

1,710 

2,082 

2,884 

6,676 

1,454 

11 

6,74,026 

Bnlandshahr 


8,202 

1,C32 

2,563 

3,383 

7,578 

1,730 

15 

5,63,813 

Cawnpore 


8,714 

1,878 

1,881 

4,131 

7,890 

1,997 

25 

11,08,919 

Farrukhabad 


4,862 

932 

1,161 

2,207 

o 

o 

CO 

1,043 

19 

3,22,486 

Ghazipur 


2,953 

1,222 

531 

1,183 

2,936 

753 

11 

5,41,080 

Gorakhpur 

- 

9,432 

2,868 

1,405 

4,450 

8,723 

2,727 

33 

13,54,770 

ilhansi . . 

... 

6,275 

1,276 

1,691 

2,843 

3,810 

1,370 

21 

2,49,922 

Fumaun and B ilibhit 

6,199 

1,281 

1,487 

3,045 

5,813 

1,421 

24 

5,67,092 

Mainpuri-^ 

• • 

5,113 

1,234 

1,221 

2,269 

. 4,724 

942 

5 . 

6,35,644 

Meerut 

# • 

20,127 { 

3,153 

5,850 

9,740 

18,743 

5,024 

45 

20,50,701 

Moradabad 

♦ • 

16,498 1 

3,237 

4,823 

8,275 

16,335 

3,207 

8 

14,12,485 

Saharanpur 

.. 

16,080 

f 1,955 

2,500 

4,688 

9,143 

2,518 

48 

12,98,309 

Bhahiahanpur 

•* 

3,420 

761 

- 1,006 

1,715 

- 3,482 

774 

14 

4,99,293 

Total 

•• 

161,013 

33,344 

! 38,114 

75,061 

146,519 

36,188 

485 

1,63,86.423 


Kemarks. 
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StaTHMEMT J.— Showing undecided at the close of the year 1^2^ , classified 
accoo'd'ing to the years of institution. 



















Name of court in 
















the district 














. 

c3 

of — • 

CD 


CO 

d 

d 

tH 


c6 



o 

CSl 

tr- 

oi 

aS 

'N 

d 

-*=> 

O 


o 

r-' 

O 

r-( 

o 

rH 

O 

tH 

g:> 

T — 


1 i 

rH 

c:) 

tH 

1 — ( 

Cl 

t-* 

o 

tH 


1 — ( 










1 

2 

6 

7 

18 

31 

3,336 

3,404 

Agra 










2 

2 

5 

25 

2,373 

2,413 

Aligarh . . 




1 




1 

1 

5 

4 

9 

25 

2,036 

2,082 

Allahabad 

• * 























2 

2 

3 

2 

14 

76 

1,701 

1,800 

Azamgarh 




* * 





















1 


1 

4 

21 

1,541 

1 j5b8 

Bareilly.. 





















1 





1 

5 

17 

63 

2,30i 

2,389 

Benares . . 



























1 

8 

4 

933 

946 

Budann 

• ' 



• • 

’ * 
















1 





2 


2 

24 

1,260 

1,289 

Bulandshahr 







‘ 


















3 

6 

5 

16 

24 

2,3C1 

2,415 

Cawnpore 



























8 

9 

55 

1,489 

1,556 

Farrukhabad 

. . 


j • • 

• • 






















3 

3 

6 ' 

62 

1,810 

1,424 

Ghazipur 

• ' 



• • 

* ^ ! 




.. 















1 


1 

4 

20 

85 

3 931 

4,042 

Gorakhpur 

. • 



• • 

* * 

























1,697 

1,697 

Jhanri .. 

• • 




* * 

* * 


0 ► 
















1 




2 

8 

1,772 

1,783 

Kumaun and Pilibhit 

• • 



* * 























3 

4 

10 

1,031 

1,048 

Maiupuri 

* • 





















1 



1 

2 

2 

6 

29 

8,840 

3331 

Aleerut . . 




• ’ 

* ‘ 



* * 














1 




1 

3 

2 

16 

2,495 

2,519 

Moradabad 




• • 


X 


• « 


















1 

2 

4 

7 

1,597 

1,611 

Saharanpur 

* • 



• • 


* * 

* * 



















1 

1 

2 

8 

£68 

576 

Shahjahanpur 

* • 



1 












Total 




•2 

2 

2 

1 

1 ^ 

10 

34 

48 

1 

148 

177 

1 37,613 

j 33,443 


7 
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Statement K.—Skowing cases in ivhi-ch injunotioris were granted and slay 
orders made Jor the year 1929 , 


Name of court. 

Number of 
apphcations 
for injuiic- 
tio ' and 
stay orders. 

s. 

Number 
rejected 
without 
issue of 
notice. 

! 

Number 
in which 
ex parte 
orders were 
made. 

Number 
in which 
notice 
was issuer 
but no 
ex parte 
order was 
made, 

5 

Number oi 
ex parte 
orders 
main- 
tained 
after 
contest. 

Number of 
ex parte 

1 orders 
discharged 
i after 
contest. 

1 


3_ 

4 

6 

7 

Agra , 

251 

85 

133 

48 

21 

1 

Aligarh 

30S 

39 

185 

84 

86 

21 

Allahabad 

91 

8 

57 

24- 

44 

12 

Azamgarh 

96 

5 

54 

16 

21 

18 

Bareilly 

131 

22 

73 

36 

55 

6 

Benares 

157 

19 

75 

63 

46 

29 

Budaun 

97 

20 

47 

30 

11 

4 

Bulandshahr 

95 

21 

54 

14 

12 

4 

Cawnpore 

226 

52 

132 

42 

43 

26 

Farrukhabad 

155 

10 

/ 116 

29 

21 

4 

Ghazipur 

127 

27 

64 

36 

28 

17 

Gorakhpur 

260 

40 

153 

67 

56 

57 

Jhansi 

216 

26 

128 

62 

17 

' 9 

Kumauu and Pili- 
bhifc. 

517 

46 

, 454 

61 

160 

41 

Mainpuri 

152 

23 

102 

27 

8 

5 

Meerut 

373 

31 

196 

94 

91 

29 

Moradabad 

172 

14 

73 

85 

12 

11 

Saharanpur 

283 

69 

153 

61 

18 

40 

Shahjahaopur 

101 

27 

53 

21 

28 

10 

Total 

3,808 

634 

2,302 

"'r 

900 1 

777 

360 

j 


Remarks. 
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Note on the Administration of Civil Justice in the 
Province of Agra during the calendar year 1930. 


I. DuKiNa the year, as in previous years, there were certain changes 
in the location and jurisdiction of civil courts. 

In 1929 the Akbarpur Munsifi was removed to the headquarters of the 
judgeship, i,e„ Cawnpore, as a temporary measure. It has now been 
decided to keep it there permanently. 

As the work in the court of the District Judge, Kumaun, ing^t^^ed 
owing to Kumaun being placed under the jurisdiction of the HignOourt 
on the civil side and also for administrative convenience Pilibhit district 
was separated from the Kumaun judgeship and attached to the Bareilly 
judgeship, with effect from July 1, 1930. 

The tappas Sikandarpur^ Kothila and Umra have been removed from 
the jurisdiction of the M insif of Bansi and added to that of the Munsif of 
Basti for the convenience of the litigant public. 

Aonla tahsil was removed from the jurisdiction of the Munsif (City) 
and added to that of the Muusif (Haveli) at Bareilly to equalize the work 
in the two courts. 

The court of the Ist Subordinat3 Judge at Cawupore was converted 
into that of a Sessions and Subordinate Judge, as a temporary measure, 
in order to distribute work properly and to relieve the additional District 
and Sessions Judge, Cawnpore, who is meant to be principally a commer- 
cial judge, of criminal work. 

A Court of Small Causes was established permanently at Aligarh. 

The District Judge, Ghazipur, has been permitted to sit at Baliia for 
the disposal of civil work. 

The following additional help was given during the year : — 

Additional District Judges. 

Ag'm.— October 18 to December 31. 

Muttra. — November 29 to December 31. 

A h’grcir/i,— January 1 to March 16. 

Bulandahahr. — One from January 1 to April 30, a second from 
February 21 to October 10 and a third from December 1 to 31. 

— April 30 to October 3. 

'Caivnpore.-*-'The whole year, 

J'arrukhahad. — August 28 to September 15, 

Ghazipur . 11 to August 11. 

Gorakhpur.-^ One from January I to June SO, a second from July 5 
to October 4, and a third from October 30 to December 31. 

Mainpuri. — One from January 1 to April 22, and another from April 
12 to July 10. J r > F 

Meerut^^OuQ from January 1 to July 1, a second from January 2 to 
June 2, a third from July 7 to September 30, a fourth from February 1 to 
December 23, and a fifth from January 20 to December 31, 
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Additional Sessions and -Subordinate Judges. 

J^m.T-January 1 to April 10. 

Etah.^Octohev IS to December SI, 

January 1 to July 1. 

Benares— One from July 7 to August 29, and another from November 
17 to December 16. 

Bulandshahr, — January 1 to May 10. 

Cawnpore.—Oao from April 8 to June 25, and another from August 1 
to December 31. 

February 4 to May 3. ^ 

Farruhhabojd , — August 15 to December 31. 

Basti. — May 12 to July 11. 

Kumaun, — January 1 to April 1, 

January 28 to February 5. 

Etawah. — August 15 to September 15. 

Additional Subordinate Judges. 

Agra. — One from January 1 to February 4, and another from February 
14 to December 31. 

Muttra, — The whole year, 

Aligarh,— One from January 1 to January 31, and another from 
August 23 to December 31. 

Etah, — January 1 to March 11. 

Mirzapur, — August 20 to September 19. 

Azamgarh.— One from January 1 to July 7, a second from July 19 
to December 31, and a third from January 1 to October 28. 

Benares. — One for the whole year, a second from January 1 to Novem- 
ber 17, and a third from December 16 to 31. 

Jaunpur.— One for the whole year, a second from January 1 to 2o,. 
a third from February 12 to June 28, a fourth from August 11 to 
October 9, and a fifth from December 3 to 30, 

Bulandshahr, — May 10 to 20. 

Banda. — The whole year. 

Farrukhabad. — One from January 1 to March 27, and another from 
April 22 to December 8. 

Ballia. — The whole year, 

Gorakhpur. — One from January 1 to 6, a second from February 2 to 
March 17, a third from January 1 to July SO, and a fourth from August 
27 to December 31. 

Basil. — The whole year. 

Pilihhit, — One from February 15 to Mav 17, and another from Juno 
11 to 30. 

One from January 1 to August 15, and another from Sep- 
tember 16 to December 31. 
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" ' Meerut. — OriQ from January 1 to July 20, and another from October 4 
to November 15. 

Muzafarnagar , — October 16 to December 81. 

Moradahad , — One for the whole year, a second from January 1 to 
February 17, and a third from March 12* to June 18. 

Saka^mnpur ^ — August 11 to December 31, 

Shah]ahanpur,-^M8iVQh. 5 to December 31. 

Additionil Munstfs. 

Agra. — One from January 2 to August 27, and another from Octo^^^ 
18 to December 31, ^ 

Muttra , — January 1 to June 16. 

Aligarh, — January 2 to 31, 

Allahabad. — One from January 1 to May 8, and another from August 
29 to December 31. 

Mirzapur, — October 24 to December 31 . 

Azamgarh, — Two for the whole year. 

Bareilly,— ^Oae from January 1 to November 13, and another from 
November 25 to December 31. 

Benares. — One from January 1 to April 9, and another from June 26 to 
December 31. 

Jaunpur. — One from January i to August 27, and another from 
October 16 to December 31. 

FarruJchabad.--^Ons from January 1 to April 3, and another from 
April 22 to November 20. 

Ballia, — One from January 1 to August 27, and another from Novem- 
ber 24 to December 31. 

Gorakhpur , — One from January 1 to April 10, a second from April 15 
to August 11, and a third from October 4 to December 31. 

Basti. — One from January 1 to March 22, and another from July 
10 to December 31. 

Bansi. — January 2 to August 20. 

Bansgaon. — One from January 1 to April 30, and another from Nov- 
ember 14 to December 31, 

Deoria, — One from January 1 to July 16, and another from May 2 to 
December 31. 

Meerut,~Oae from January 1 to August I, a second from August 7 to 
December 31, a third from January 1 to November 24, and a fourth 
from December 12 to 31. 

Ohaziabad,—Tv^o for the whole year. 

Muzaffarnagar . — The whole year. 

Nagina. — One .from January 1 to February 13, a second from February 
24 to May 9, and a third from October 24 to December 31. 

Amroha. One from May 13 to July 19, and another from Ausfust 21 
to October 17, • 
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Suits. 


Impeml 
Statement 
no. 2. ^ 


Imperial 
Statement 
no. 4, 


2, ^Ehe total number of suits instituted in all subordinate courts rose 
from 202,571 to 204,587. In the courts of Subordinate Judges suits insti* 
tuted decreased from 7,171 to 6,726 and in district courts from 110 to 73. 
Suits filed on the regular side in the courts of Munsifs again decreased and' 
dropped from 51,176 to 49,961. Suits for money or movable .property 
increased by 3,671 to 176,803. There was a slight increase of 130 suits for 
specific relief. All other classes of suits decreased. The increase in money 
suits is attributed by the District Judge of Farrukhabad to the depression 
in trade, as debtors were unable to satisfy the demands of creditors who 

obliged to seek redress in courts ; and in Gorakhpur to the cheapness 
of grain as agriculturists had not enough money to satisfy creditors. 

Thirteen judgeships have contributed to the increase in institutions* 
The largest rises weie in Allahabad, 1,578, Agra, 1,481, and Aligarh, 1,085. 
The noticeable decreases were in Meerut, 2,391, Moradabad, 1,151, and 
Saharanpur, 1,093. In vSaharanpur the decrease is attributed to the 
genera] depression in trade accentuated by the Congress movement and in 
Moradabad to general depression. 

Suits for immovable property decreased by 1,203 to 11,511. Fifteen 
judgeships contributed towards the decrease. The largest institutions in 
such suits were in Gorakhpur, 1,514 and Jaunpur, 949, and the smallest in 
Pilibhit, 98 and Jhansi, 293. The largest decrease was in Meerut, 381, and 
the largest increase in Allahabad, 131. 

3. The total number of original suits disposed of rose by 1,626 to 
208,434. The pending file at the close of the year rose by 2,490 to 40,938, 
i.e.yhy a little over the increased institutions. 

All judgeships, except eight, contributed to the increase in disposals* 
The highest increases are for Agra, 2,810, Jhansi, 1,336, and Allahabad, 
904. The districts with the most noticeable decreases in disposals are 
Meerut 2,099, Saharanpur, 1,672, and Moradabad, 1,588. 

Six judgeships show a decrease in pending files, noticeable decreases 
being in Agra, 663, Jhansi, 446, and Farrukhabad, 466. Noticeable in- 
creases are in Allahabad, 979, Gorakhpur, 828, and Benares, 526. 

The total number of suits for disposal before the courts rose from 
288,611 to 291,963. Excluding 1,965 suits decided on reference to arbitra- 
tion the number of suits decided after contest rose by 509 to 56,617. The 
increase is confined to disposals in Small Cause Courts and in courts of 
District Judges. In the courts of Munsifs and Subordinate Judges the 
number of suits decided after contest has decreased. 

The total number of suits pending for more than three months in- 
creased by 441 to 10,998. The largest number of cases so pending was in 
Gorakhpur 2,060, and the largest increase was in Allahabad 488. 

The total number of suits pending for more than a year again shows 
an increase and rose from 617 to 742. All classes of courts have contri- 
buted bo this increase. The Honorary Munsifs at Saharanpur were res- 
ponsible for all the five cases pending for over a year. The largest num- 
bers of such cases pending were in Gorakhpur, 156, Oawnpore, 69, and 
Agra, 67. The best figures are for Jhansi, 1 and Kumaun, 4. 

Excluding suits decided on reference to arbitration the total number 
of original suits disposed of by District Judges increased from 128 to 137,, 
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of which 84 were contested against 68 in the previous year. The number of 
sessions trials decreased from 1/245 to 1,172, criminal appeals from 7,853 to- 
6,997, and miscellaneous judicial cases from 4,411 to 4,348. The following 
table shows the miscellaneous work disposed of by the District Judges in 
the larger judgeships 


« 

Cases, i 

?-> 

a 

c3 

dS 

■s 

CO 

Meerut. 

Aligarh. 

ns 

c3 

.O 

c3 

nd 

c3 

O 

g 

tiD 

<3 

Mainpuri, 

Benares. 

Oawnpore, 

Allahabad. 

0 

a* 

ct 

$.4 

o 

O 

Miscellaneous 

204 

238 

143 

>% 

199 

247 

164 

331 

279 

236 

111 

Insolvency 

29 

158 

22 

mi 

Nil 

31 

116 

Nil 

Nil 

114 

Total 

283 

1 

396 

165 

199 

247 

195 

447 

279 

236 

225 


Jurisdiction under the Insolvency Act was conferred on the Subordinate 
Judge, Mainpuri, Additional Subordinate Judge, Mainpuri (at Etawah), 
Additional Subordinate Judge, Ballia, and Subordinate Judge, Muttra. 

A summary of the work of Subordinate Judges and Munsifs and all 
Courts of Small Causes during the year is contained in the following 
table : — 


Courts. 

' Suits 
pending 
from 
1929. 

Total 
suits for i 
disposal. ; 

Suits 
disposed 
of after 
contest. 

! 

Suits 

1 disposed 
iof without 

1 contest. 1 

! ! 

' Suits 
i pending 
' for more 
than a 
year. 

Small Cause Courts .. 

17,257 

1 179,362 , 

25,720 

j 

106,203 

20 

Munsifs (Regular) 

16,112 

81,732 

25,823 

i 

25,316 

1 4,17 

Bubordinate Judges (Regular) . , j 

1 

2,407 

10,742 

2,683 

1 

i 

3,845 j 

i 

i 270 


The total number of regular and Small Cause Court suits disposed of 
- by Subordinate Judges decreased by 8,249 to 28,177. The number of 
suits disposed of after contest decreased by 1,014 to 8,005. The number 
of regular appeals decided by the Subordinate Judges also decreased by 
626 to 5,497. ^ 

The total number of suits disposed of by Munsifs increased by 2,323 to 
121,825. The number of contested suits decided increased by 252 to 
39,254. The outturn of regular suits contested was the highest in Cawn- 
pore, 547. The Munsifs of Gorakhpur and Azamgarh City have also 
done well. 
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Imperial 
Statement 
HO- 4. 


Imperial 
Statement 
no. 3- 


Imperial 
Statement 
no. 6 * 


4. The variations in the average duration of contested and uncon- 
tested suits in the different classes of courts are shown in the following 
table *: — 


Class of Court. 

Contest. 

Uncontested. 

1929, 

1930. 

1929, 

■ 1930. 

District Judges .. | 

196 

127 

99 

117 

'*^v**'?»ii'dinate Judges .. | 

w 

174 

57 

53 

Muusifs .. .. .. 1 

1 

12i 

131 

52 

51 


^ District Judges and Additional District Judges were able to devote to 
civil work 1.880 days against 1,828 days. Ninety-four days were 
devoted both to civil and criminal work. Sessions trials decreased by 
73 and criminal appeals by 858, but tha days devoted to criminal work in- 
creased from 2,842 to 3,361. This was partly due to the trial of gang cases 
which continued for months. Evidently the high duration in the courts of 
District Judges is due to the fact that in some cases they have not devoted 
sufficient time to civil work. The average duration was very high in 
Meerut, 259, Kumaun, 246, and Benares, 272. Owing to the enhanced 
jurisdiction of Munsifs and the hearing of appeals from the decisions of 
Munsifs by Subordinate Judges, District Judges have been considerably 
relieved from the pressure of civil work, and the Court hopes that civil 
work will now be done with greater expedition. Instructions have beeiT“ 
issued to District Judges that they should so regulate their work with the 
help of the Assistant Sessions Judges as to enable them to dispose of a fair 
proportion of civil work. 

Excluding the figures for Subordinate Judges who tried special cases 
the average duration for contested cases in the following Subordinate 
Judges’ courts is very high : — Bulandshahr, 323, Cawnpore (II), 395, and 
Saharanpur (II), 36^ In Munsifs’ courts the highest figures for average 
duration in contested cases are; — Bareilly, City, 273, Farrnkhabad, 217, 
Farrukhabad (Additional), -202, Azamgarh and Deoria, 201, and Banda, 
193, 

Descriptio5t and Value of Suits. 

5. The value of suits instituted in the different classes of courts has 
varied as follows : — 


Ks* 

64,78,167 

17,593 

59,44,981 

5,31,869 

increased 


Munsifs’ Courts .. Increased by 

Small Cause Courti .. ,, Decreased by 

Subordinate Judges’ Courts Increased by 

Distcict Courts .. .. Decreased by 

The total value of suits filed in these courts increased from 
Rs* 7,57,89,439 toEs. 8,76,36,706. The number of suits exceeding Rs. 5,000 
m valuation, but not exceeding Rs. 10,000, decreased from 1^065 to 970, 
TOt, the suits exceeding RwS, 10, 000 in valuation increased from 646 to 663, 
The net increase in valuation is mainly attributable to the increase in the 
number of suits of high valuation. 

Appeals, 

6. The total number of regular civil appeals before the courts sub- 
ordinate to the High Court increased from 21,486 to 21,739. This figure 
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includes 8,461 appeals received by transfers. The total number of regular 
civil appeals was thus 13,278, of which 7,929 were disposed of and .5,319 
remained pending. There were 3,239 revenue appeals, and of these 1,593 
were decided and 968 remained pending at the close of the year. The rest 
were transferred to other courts. Including the appeals from the decisions 
of the revenue courts the total number of appeals disposed of decreased by 
532 to 9,5^2. The largest disposals were in Gorakhpur, 931, Meerut, 928, 
and Azamgarh, 837. Noticeable increases in disposals were in Meerut, 
221 and Gorakhpur, 166, and marked falls were in Benares, 460 and 
Allahabad, 358. Nine judgeships show a decrease in disposals. The 
variations are, to a certain extent, due to additional help being rendei^d 
or withheld from the usual cadre in'*‘a judgeship. 

Eegular civil appeals pending at the close of the year increased by 163 
to 5,349, but the pending hie including revenue appeals decreased by 140 
to 6,317, Ten judgeships have contributed to this decrease. Noticeable 
increases in pending files were in Benares, 138, Bareilly, 112, and Agra, 
105. The largest decreases were in Azamgarh, 120, Moradabad, 95, and 
Meerut, 87. The number of appeals pending for more than a year increased 
by 182 to 518. The largest number of appeals so pending was in Buland- 
shahr, 194, and Gorakhpur, 110. No appeals were pending for a year hi 
Budaun and Allahabad. The average duration of contested appeals in 
district courts was 328 days against 221 days, and of uncontested appeals 
178 days against 168 days, though the average duration of appeals in 
district courts and the courts of Subordinate Judges was 182 and 112 days, 
•respectively. 

The number of appeals, including revenue appeals, instituted during, the 
^ear decreased by 482 to 9,266, Ten judgeships shared in this decrease. 
The highest institutions were in Gorakhpur, 878, Meerut, 825, and Benares, 
736. The largest decreases were in Azamgarh, 196, Benares, 190, and 
Bulandshahr, 158, and the largest increases were in Farrukhabad, 140 and 
Bareilly, 107. 

The number of appeals summarily rejected in subordioate courts under 
Order SLI, rule 11, decreased from 327 to 259. The Court views with 
regret this retrograde tendency on the part of appellate courts in the appli- 
cation of Order XLI, rule 11, in spite of the observations on this point in the 
reports for the years 1928 and 1929. It seems that the satisfaction expressed 
in last year’s report was premature. The regret is keener when it is 
observed that the appellants hopelessly failed in about 65 per cent, of the 
appeals. No appeal was summarily rejected in Bareilly, Mainpuri, Kumaun, 
and Pilibhit. In Meerut only two appeals were'so rejected out of 825 and in 
Saharanpur 2 out of 428. It is noBiceable that in Bareilly and Mainpuri, 
where no appeals were summarily rejected, and in Farrukhabad where the 
number of appeals summarily rejected decreased from 17 to 5, there has 
been an increase in institutions, while in Gorakhpur, where the number 
of appeals summarily rejected was the highest, lOi, the institutions 
decreased by 119. The District Judge of Jhansi reports that the hearing 
of appeals under Order XLI, rule 11, takes little time, at the most five 
minuses per appeal, and adds ‘‘ the knowledge that no appeal is admitted 
automatically must have the effect of preventing persons with a hopeless 
case from filing appeals purely to h&irass or delay their opponents, I 
•consider the use of Order XLI, rule 11, essential to prevent the civil judi- 
cial system from becoming a bye-word.” The Court again wishes to 
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emphasize that the courts which admit appeals automatically without 
hearing all appeals or certain classes of appeals under order XLI, rule 
3 are hardly doing their duty in the administration of civil justice. 

The following table gives the total of the different kinds of appeals for 
disposal, decided, and left pendingh'n the District Judges’ and Subordinate 
Judges' courts : — 


Appeals iu the Courts of— 

* 

Pending 
at the close 
of 1929. 

Total 

for 

disposal. 

Decided. 

Pending 
at the close 
of 1980. 

1, District Judges— 





Civil (Regular) 

2,507 

10,461 

2,816 

2,123 

Miscellaneous 

280 

1,067 

547 

299 

Rent 

1,271 

1 3,239 

1,593 

1 963 

2. Subordinate Judges- 





Civil (Regular) 

* 2,679 

11,278 

5,613 

3,226 

Miscellaneous 

127 

510 

294 

145 


The disposals of sessions trials, criminal appeals and civil appeals were 
particularly high iu the following District Judges’ courts : — 


Name of Court. 

1 Sessions 

trials. 

Criminal 
appeals. ’ 

Civil 

appeals. 

Moradahad 

. . 

• . 

99 

382 

152 

Shahjahanpur 



! 83 

305 

86 

Ma inpur i 

- 

•• 

65 

503 

56 


High Court, 

7. The number of Judges of the High Court remained at] 12 through- 
out the year. 

The Hon’ble Justice Sir S, M. Sulaiman, KT., was on deputation with 
the Government of India for the Peshawar Enquiry Committee from May 
23 to June 25, 

The Hon’ble Justice Sir B. J, Dalai, KT., was on leave from April 8 to 
July 30. 

The Hon’ble Mr, Justice G. P, Boys was on leave from June 27 to 
July 30. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice L. M. Banerji, Rai Bahadur, was on leave 
from March 21 to April 26, 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice J, D." Young, was on leave for two days, 
October 24 and 26. 
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The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Surendra’ Nath Sen was on leave from 
March 17 to April 30. 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ohaudhri Niamat Ullah was on leave from 
July 1 1 to 30. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice B> S. Kisch, c.t.E., i.c.s., acted during the 
leave vacancy of the Hon’ble Justice Sir B. J. Dalai, KT., but no acting 
arrangements w^ere made in other vacancies. 

Statement showing the work of the High Court in 1930 under 

major heads. 


Class of cases. 



-lending 
at the 
close of 
' 1929. 

Filed 

in 

2930. 

Total, 

Decided. 

BalancOo- 

Full hanoh rdfQrmc&s. 


j 

i 





Second appeals 

. . 

. . 

; 7 

2 

9 

5 

4. 

Miscellaneous 

• • 

. . 


1 

1 

, . 

1 

Eevision 


. . 


1 

1 

1 

• . 

Divorce Act ♦, 

• • 

.. 

7 

14 

21 

8 

13 • 

Banch of three judges. 







Beferences under Legal Practitioners’ 
no. XYIIl of 1879. 

Act 

4 

13 

17 

15 

*2. 

Bench of two judges. 







Regular first appeals 



1,236 

449 

1,685 

373 

1,312. 

Execution first appeals 

• • 


80 

104 

184 

101 

83^ 

Regular second appeals 

• • 


887 

747 

1,634 

607 

j 1,027 

Execution second appeals 



33 

1 51 

84 

40 

I 44- 

Appeals under letters patent 



252 

58 

310 

225 

1 85 

First appeals from order 

-• 


193 

274 

467 

265 

202 

Income-tax references 

• • 


5 

9 

14 

10 


Criminal appeals .. 

•• 

• . 

i 85 

251 

336 

268 

68 

Do, revisions .. 

-• 


16 

57 

73 

57 

le 

Do. references 

-• 


10 

48 

1 

1 53 

45 

18 

Civil revisions 



i 

1 85 

195 

230 

189 

91 

Single judge. 








Regular second appeals 


. . 

1,765 

1,028 

2,793 

1,000 


Execution second appeals 


*• 

1 .55 

1 

64 

1 

^ 119 

1 

61 

i 

53 
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Glass of cases. 

Peadiag 
at the 
close of 
1929. 

Filed 

ill 

1930. 

Total. 

Decided. 

Balance 

Criminal appeals .. 

79 

804 

SS3 

790 

93 

Do. revisions .. .. 

66 

616 

631 

577 

104 

jjo. references 

17 

218 

235 

201 

34 

*^luafecimonial suits .. 

^ 4 

S 

12 

6 1 

6 

Testamentary suits. . 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Company matterL. •• .. j 

18 

14 

' 32 

17 

15 

Esocution first appeals .. 

12 

17 

29 

11 

18 

Civil revisions .. .. .. j 

1 

210 

1 372 

552 

33S 

i 241 
i , 


The Hoii’ble Sir B. J. Dalai, kt., inspected the court at Phaphuni. 
The Hoa^ble Mr. Justice C. H. B. Kendall inspected the courts at Allahabad 
and the Hon’ble Mr, Justice E, Benaet inspected the courts at Shahjahan- 
pur, Pilibhit, Naini Tal, Kanikhet and Ahnora. The judicial work of 
the subordinate courts continued to be scrutinised through the monthly 
statements and quarterly delay statements of suits and execution applica- 
tions pending over a year. 


The total number of regular appeals before the Court decreased 
from 7,473 to 6,843 ; appeals from original decrees increased by 54 to IjQOS 
^nd appeals from appellate decrees decreased by 554 to 4,630. Appeals 
under secoion 10 of 4he Litters Patent decreased by 130 to 310. 
The number of Letters Patent appeals hied noticeably decreased from 205 
to 58. The decrease is mainly attributable to the new rule under which 
such appeals can be filed only with the permission of the Judge obtained 
immediately after the delivery of the judgment. The pending file in- 
creased from 4,325 to 4,420 and of these 2,791 appeals were pending for 
more than a year. The total number of appeals dismissed or not prose- 
cuted decreased from 758 to 667, 


The total number of appeals from original decrees, appellate decrees 
and under section 10 of the Letters Patent decided by the Court during 
the year decreased from 3,148 to 2,423, and the pending file rose from 
4,325 to 4,420. The first appeals instituted increased by 25, but the dis- 
posals decreased by 31. The pending file increased by 76 to 1,312. The 
total number of references under the Legal Practitioners Act no, XVIII of 
1879 and cases of professional miscondact against advocates which are heard 
by a bench of three judges increased from 11 to 17. Fifteen such cases 
were decided against seven last year. No appreciable impression has been 
'made on the arrears so far. The fact that four Judges were away for over 
a month each without any acting appointments partly contributed to this 
result. The rules of Court have recently been so amended that a number 
of cases which at present are tried by a bench of two Judges will be 
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heard by a single Judge and oases of .professional misconduct against 
pleaders will no longer be heard by a bench of three Judges. ThiS' 
amendment it is hoped will appreciably help in the reduction of the arrejars. 

Applications jor execution of decrees* 

8. The total number of applications .for the execution of decrees 
b<^fore the courts ‘increased from 198.787 to 2,10,201. In the courts of 
District Judges, Small Cause Court Judges and Munsifs their numbers 
increased by 171, 13,193 and 3,146, but decreased in the courts of Subor- 
dinate Judges by 5,246. The total number of applications filed during 
.the year increased by 7,461, from 161,013 to 168,474. Seventeen judge- 
ships contributed to this increase. The largest number of applications^, 
were in Meerut, 20,267, and- Moradal?ad, 18,111, and the smallest number- 
in Azamgarh, 2,534. The largest increases were in Aligarh, 3,435, and 
Agra, 2,262, and the largest decrease was in Saharanpur, 6,502. 

The total number of applications disposed of increased by 11,937 to - 
158,456. The largest numbers of applications disposed of were in Meerut 
20,070, and Moradabad, 17,693. The largest increase in disposals was 
reported by Aligarh. 2,381, and the largest decrease of 315 was in Shah- 
jahanpur. 

In spite of the increase in disposals the pending file increased by 2,658 
to 38,846. Fourteen judgeships contributed to this increase. The largest 
increase was in Allahabad, 862, and the largest decrease in Saharanpur, 
301, Applications pending for over three months decreased by 874 to 
10,668. Ten judgeships contributed to this decrease. 

The provincial average of the percentage of fructuous applications 
decreased from 49 to 47. The highest percentages were of Ghazipur, 60, 
and Azamgarh, 58, and the lowest were those of Agra, 33, and Kumaun, . 
41. 


In the courts of those Subordinate Judges (excluding Subordinate 
Judges with limited jurisdiction at Naini Tal, Almora and Garhwal), who 
disposed of more than 200 applications on the regular side, the highest 
percentages of fructuous applications were those of Moradabad, 69, Meerut 
and Buiandshahr, 64, and Saharanpur, 62, and the lowest were those of 
Azamgarh Additional (I), 49, and Aligarh, 51. Including the applica- 
tions filed both on the regular and the small cause court sides the number 
of applications disposed of by all the courts of Subordinate Judges 
decreased from 26,702 to 22,147. The percentage of fructuous applica- 
tions in these courts was 46. 

The total number of applications disposed of in the courts of the 
Munsifs increased from 95,553 to 105,885. Of those courts in which on- 
the regular side more than a thousand applications were disposed of during 
the year, the highest percentages were those of- Cawnpore, 75, Koil 
(Aligarh), 69, and Bisauli, 66 and the lowest those of Fatehabad (Agra), , 
35, Amroha-Moradabad, 37, and Kairana (Meerut), 41, 

Courts of Small Causes, 

9. There were ten Courts of Small Causes working during the year 
1930 against nine in the previous year, A new Court of Small Causes was-v 
established during the year at Aligarh, 
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Examina- 
tion of par- 
ties. 


Witnesses. 


The total num&r of suits decided by.these courts increased from 36,422 
to 41,875. The highest disposals were in Meerut 6,940, and the lowest in 
Allahkbad 2,266, 

The average duration in contested cases was the highest in Bareilly, 
109, and Allahabad, 71, and the lowest in Moradabad, 24. 

The percentage of fructuous applications decreased from' 37 to 33, the 
lowest being in Agra, 25, and Allahabad, 30. The highest percentage 
was in Dehra Dun, 41, 


Honorary Munsifs. 

e 

10. The number of courts of Honorary Munsifs working during the 
vear was 37 against 40 and of these 14 were benches of Honorary Munsifs. 
The number of suits disposed of by these courts increased from 14,827 
to 16,907. The number of contested cases increased by 319 to 2,477. 
The highest disposals were in Allahabad, where 7 courts disposed of 3,737 
suits out of which 610 were contested. The Honorary Munsif at Roorkee 
disposed of 773 cases out of which 74 were contested. The Court thanks 
the Honorary Munsifs for the help rendered by them. 

Village M%insifs. 

11. The number of Village Munsifs’ courts decreased from 61 to 52 
and of these all worked during the year. The total number of suits 
instituted in these courts decreased from 4,525 to 3,356 and of these 1,329 
^ere on oral contract. The number of suits disposed of otherwise than 
by transfer to the courts of regular Munsifs decreased from 4,564 to 
'3,293. The pending file decreased from 80 to 44. The total value 
of suits instituted decreased from Rs. 93,714 to Rs, 70,669. There were 
8 applications for revision against the decisions of these courts as against 3 
in the previous year. 

No notification under the United Provinces Village Panchayat Act of 
1920 was published in 1930 abolishing any of the Village Munsifs courts. 

GmeraL 

12. The number of parties ordered to attend in person under order V, 
rule 3, decreased from 33,476 to 31,645 and out of these 16,578 were examin- 
ed. The disproportion is obvious. The best figures are those for Jhansi 
and Agra where out of 1,411 and 2,485 summoned 1,382 and 2,278 respec- 
tively were examined. The Munsif of Lalitpur examined 1,346 parties out 
of 1,367 called. The Court notices with regret that in spite of the observa- 
tions in last year’s report adequate carets still not taken in Benares and 
Moradabad and out of 3,134 parties called only 1,081 were examined in 
Moradabad and out of 3,163 only 1,441 in Benares, which shows that parties 
are recklessly called to attend personally. 

The number of witnesses summoned was 274,700 out of whom 168,790 
wore examined as against 286,565 and 191,457 in the previous year. 
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The following table shows the number of witnesses summoned and 
examined in those judgeships where the disproportion is noticeable : — 


Judgeship. 

Number of 
witnesses 
summoned. 

Number of 
witnesses 
examined. 

Cawnpore . . . . , . . . 

22,453 

8,750 

Bareilly 

i 15,068 1 

6,408 

Allahabad 

; 11,098 

4,6S?.~ 

Saharanpur 

11,689 

5,172 

Ghazipur 

15,570 

6,710 


In Jhansi and Kumaun more witnesses were examined than had been 
summoned. 

The number of insolvency cases before the courts during the year 
rose from 3,429 to 3,737. The number of petitions presented by creditors 
remained stationary — 162. The petitions by debtors increased. The 
number of insolvents discharged absolutely was 542 against 536 in the 
previous year. The number of those discharged conditionally also increased 
from 91 to 115, The number of insolvents undischarged at the end of 
the year increased from 8,316 to 8,644. The total amount disbursed by 
receivers increased from Rs. 4,88,621 to Rs. 8,38,954 and the amount 
remaining in the hands of receivers also increased from Rs. 4,91,491 to 
Rs. 6,96,961. Rules for the proper maintenance of the accounts of 
insolvent estates by official receivers are under the consideration of the 
'Court. 

13. Funds were provided for five major projects at Naini Tal, Mora- 
dabad, Budaiin, Cawnpore and Azamgarh. 

For minor works costing up to Rs. 20,000 an allotment of Rs. 36,000 
was made, which, as intimated in last year’s report, was inadequate to 
meet some urgent demands from this grant. In view of the present 
financial stringency, the Court does not intend to make any observations 
on this subject. The Court would, however, again like to repeat that 
experience has shown that the execution of these works as well as of 
annual repairs and petty constructions should properly be placed in charge 
■of the Public Works Department. The Government has been separatdy 
addressed on this subject, and it is hoped that the District Judges will 
ere long be relieved of this additional burden, which causes them distrac- 
tion and worry owing to want of technical knowledge, and interferes with 
their judicial work. 


Insolvency 

cases. 


Buildings. 

Major 

works. 

Minor 

works. 


Allahabad : 
July 31, 1931, 


L. D. JOS HI, 

Registrar. 
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IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government of 
Statement showing the number of judicial divisions, the 
and the number of oases decided in the 


Provinco. 

Judges of 
Chief Court 
of Province, 

Nu 111 her 
of 

districts. 

District 

Judges, 

ether Judges. 

Stipendiary. 

Honorary. 

Provinoo cf Agra . . •• 

12 

36 

47 (a) 

166(6) 

37(0) 

flDSO .. 

12 

36 

47 

IGG 

37 

Total . . ] 






( 1929 .. 

12 

30 

43 

1G8 

40 


IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the number and de-cript%ov. oj civil 


Class of tribunals- 

1 

Suits for 
money or 
movable 
property. 

Suits for 
immovable 
property. 

Suits for 
specific 
relief. 

Suits to 
establish a 
right of 
pre-emption, 

1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

Courts in tue interior. 






Civil Co'iirts, 






Unpaid tribunals .. «. 

• • 

1,506 




Paid sub -divisional tribunals 

- 

to 

o 

10,698 

3,361 

2,273 

Small cause courts 


1,46,312 

• . 

. . 

. . 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 

4,256 

813 

489 

227 

Chief courts of districts . . . . 

•• 

19 

•• 

1 

*• 

Total 

•• 

1,76,803 

11,511 

00 

2,500 

Superior court 

*• 

•• 

•• 


•• 

• 

(19B0 .. 

1,76,803 

11,531 

3,841 

2,500 

Grand Totad 




(1929 

1,78,132 

12,714 

3,711 

2,629 
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MENT No. 1— (Civil) 

India revised statements nos. 25 and 26. 

number of officers exercising original or appellate jurisdiction 
Province of Agra during the year 1930, 


Total^numbor of cases decided. 

Remarks. 

Original. 

Appeals. 

Regular. 

Miscel- 

laneous. 

Regular, 

Miscel- 

lan(ftus. 

2,08,434 

57,443 

10,352 

1,106 

(a) 33 do botli civil and criminal work. 

(5) 44 ditto ditto. 

(c) 14 benches. 

2,03,434 

2,06,808 

57,445 

54,669 

10,352 ‘ 

12,151 

1,106 

1,063 


MENT No. 3 -(CiviL) 


India revised statement no. 27. 

suits instituted in civil courts during the year 1930. 


Mortgage 

suits. 

Suits re- 
lating to* 
religious 
and other 
endow- 
ments. 

Matrimo- 
nial suits. 

Testa- 

mentary 

suits, 

Other 
suits not 
falling 
under any 
of the 
previous 
heads. 

Total. 

Reiharks. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 






1,506 


7,274 

44 

322 

5 

1,284 

49,901 





. . 

» . 

1,46,312 


809- 

4 

40 

4 

84 

6,726 


1 

14 

16 

6 

16 

73 


8,084 

62 

378 

15 

1,384 

. 2,04,578 




8 

1 

•• 

9, 


8,084 

62 

383 

16 

1,334 

2,04,567 


8,203 

77 

1 419 

80 

1,656 

2,03,571 ' 
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IMPERIAL STATE 


Corresponding to Government 

Statement showing the number and value of suits 



Number of suits 

Class of tribunals. 

Not exceed- 
ing Es. 10. 

Not exceed- 
ing Ks. 50. 

Not exceed- 
ing Rs. JOO. 

J 

Not exceed- 
ing Rs. 500. 

^ 1 

2“ 

3 

4 

5 

COUETS IN THE IKTEEIOR, 





Prnvinrr^ of J.—Cim'Z courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

54 

429 

529 

494 

Paid sub-divisional tribunals 

1,450 

8,239 

6,123 

18,835 

Small cause courts 

3,215 

40,875 

43,863 

56,252 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 

106 

863 

713 

2,324 

Chief courts of districts .. 

1 

1 

5 

14 

Total 

4,826 

50,407 

51,233 

77,919 

Superior court 


•• 

•• 

• • 

(■1930 

4,826 

£0,407 

51,233 

77,919 

Grand Total ] 





( 1929 

4,1Y0 

49,093 

49,802 

78,888 


IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government 

Statement shewing the general result of trial of civil cases 

Regular 




Number of suits^^before the courts. 

Number of suits 

Cc 

Unpaid tribun 

Paid sub-divis 

Class of tribunals. 

Pending 
at the 
beginning! 
of the 
year. \ 

Instituted 

during 

the 

year. 

Revived 

during 

the 

year. 

Total.® 

Without 

trial, 

Without 

contest. 

Small cause cc 

1 

2 

3 

4 

' 5 

6 

7 

District courts 

Chief courts oi 

Courts in_ the Interior. 

T . — Civil courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

Paid sub' divisional tribunals 

Small cause courts . . , * 

District courts other than chief 
courts of districts. 

Chief courts of districts , . 

2,606 

16,112 

17,257 

2,407 

61 

1,506 

49,961 

146,312 

6,726 

73 

15,763 

15,659 

15,793 

1,609 

' 104 

19,875 
81,732 
179,362 
^ 10,742 

238 

2,501 

4,006 

12,542 

1,188 

8 

11,929 

21,810 

93.661 

2,657 

45 


Total 

38,443 

204,578 

48,928 

291,949 

20,243 

129,602 


Superior court ,, i 

- 5 

^9 

• • 

14 

2 

3 


C 1930l 

Gbaiu) Total 3 

. 38,448 

204,587 

48,928 

291,963 

20,217 

129,605 


U029 

30,14: 

203,571 

44,c05 

2S3,Cai 1 

21,225 ; 

127,152 


• Includes 42,591 suits received by transfer. 



{ 19 ) 


MENT No. 3 — (Civil) 

of India revised statement no. 28. 

instituted in civil courts during the year 1930. 


instituted in diSerent courts. 

• 

Number of 
suits, the 



Not 

exceeding 
Es. 1,000. 

Not 

exceeding 
Ks. 5,000. 

Not 

exceeding 
Hs. 10,000. 

Exceeding 
Rs. 10,000. 

value of 
which 
cannot be 
estimated 
in money. 

Total valne 
of suits. 

Remarks, 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

8,396 

2,107 

319 

12 

6,918 

**704 

10 

"968 

7 

‘*652 

11 

** 82 

12 

1,24,224 

3,14,62,564 

1,70,98,447 

3,86,57,007 

2,94,464 

• 

10,334 

7,632 

970 

663 

94 

8.76,35,706 


•• 

•• 

- 

1 

8 

11,22,000 


10,334 

7,G32 

970 1 

664 

102 

8,87,58.706 


10,876 

7,378 

1,035 

647 

202 

7,53,08,465 



MENT No. 4-~(CiyiL) 

of India revised statement no. 29. 

in courts of original jurisdiction during the year 1930. 

SUITS. 


disposed of excluding transfers f 

Pending at 
the close of 
the year, 

Pending 
for more 
than a 
year, 

Average 
duration 
in days 
of 

contested 

suits. 

Average 
duration 
in days 
cf un- 
contested 
suits. 

Remarks. 

With contest. 

On 

reference 

to 

arbitration. 

Judgment 

for 

plainti^. 

Judgment 

for 

defendant. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1,865 j 

440 j 

172 

2,882 

5 

121 

99 


18,579 

7,244 

936 

16,391 

417 

131 

51 j 


22,800 

' 2,920 

756 

18,894 

20 

55 

35 


1,824 

859 

95 

2,683 

270 

174 

58 


53 

31 

6 

81 

30 

127 

117 


45,121 

11,404 

1,965 

40,931 

742 

99 

45 


1 

1 

*• 

7 

. 6 

60 

S3 


45,122 

11,495 

1,965 

40,938 

747 

99* 

45 


43,436 

12,672 1 

2,828 

38,448 

617 

95 

40 



t42,591 suits disposed of by transfer. 
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Province of 


Cc 


Unpaid tribun 
Paid sub -di vis 
Bmall cause cc 
District courts 
^bief courts oi 


IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the general result of trial of civil cases 

Miscellaneous 


' 

1 Humber of cases before the courts. 

Class of tribunals. 

r — — 

Ponding at the 
beginning of the 
year. 

Instituted during 
the year. 

Revived during the 
year. 

Total.* 

1 

2 

1 3 

1 ^ 

5 

Courts in the Interior. 

I— Civil Courts. 

Unpaid tribunals 

149 

1,157 

4 

1,310 

Paid sub'divisional tribunals 

4,347 

30.949 

251 

36,047 

Small cause courts .. .. ' 

2;397 

14,187 

no 

16,934 

District courts other than chief courts of districts 

1,639 

6,853 

84 

8,576 

Chief courts of districts 

1,048 

4,741 

33 

5;824 

Total 

10,080 

58,127 1 

If:.. 

CO 

63,691 

Superior courts 

352 

634 

144 

1,130 

Grand Total [ 

10,4:32 

58,761 

628 

69,821 

L * . 

10,000 

55,908 

758 

66,666 


* 1^443 cases received by transfer, 

IMPERIAL STATE 

Corresponding to Government of India 

Statement shoiving the business of civil appellate courts 

Appeals 



Humber of appeals before 
the courts. 


Glass of tribunals. 

Pending at thebe- 
ginning of the 
year. 

. to 

2 .9 
^ 9 

a ’xi 

43 

^ 

^ 

^ ‘43 

•M efl U) 

US M .n 

W .9 43 

M 

Total.* 

Dismissed or not 
prosecuted. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Courts ih the Interior. 





Chief Appellate courts other than chief courts of districts 

2,679 

8,599 

11,278 

227 

Chief Appellate courts of districts. 

2,507 

7,954 

10,461 

295 

Total 

Court at the seat op Government. 

5,186 

16,553 

' 21,739 

622 

C Appeals from original decrees 

1,333 

570 

1,903 

62 

Chief court of \ Appeals from appellate decrees 

2,740 

1,890 

4,630 

605 

province, 1 Appeals under section 10 of the Letters 

(. Patent, 

252 

58 

310 

Total . , . 

4,825 

2,518 

6,843 

667 

Grand Total ( 

9,511 

19,071 

28,582 

1,189 

b 1929 

10,122 

18,337 

28,959 

1,502 


♦Includes 8^61 appeals received by transfer. 
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MENT No. 5.— (CIVIL) • ■ ■ 

India revised statement no. 30. ‘ ^ ^ 

in GourtB of original jurisdiction during the year 1930, 

cases. 


Number of cases disposed of, escluding transfers,*! 

Pending at the close of 
the year. 

— J 

Pending for more than a 
year. 

Average duration in days 
contested suits. 

Average duration in days 
of uncontested suits. 

Without trial. 

• 

Without contest. 

With contested. 

On reference to 
arbitration. 

Judgment 
for piain- 
tih. 

Judgment 
for defen- 
dant. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

174 

'4,120 

2,7S9 

957 

717 

603 

14,827 

5,796 

3,002 

2,441 

280 

6,971 

3,270 

1,489 

571 

57 

4,408 

2,095 

1,266 

614 

5 

161 

64 

44 

5 

187 

5,166 

2,637 

1,681 

853 

2 

18 

33 

60 

43 

47 
49 

48 
76 

133 

80 

35 

36 
53 
65 

S,757 

26,672 

12,581 

8,440 

269 

10,529 

15G 

57 

39 


166 

172 

368 


404 

28 

224 

119 

8,7&7 

8.196 

26,853 

26,160 

12,753 

12,100 

S,S08 

8,041 

269 

182 

10,933 

10,432 

1S4 

139 

1 

61 

62 

39 

38 


a 


P3 

T 


t Includes 1,443 cases disposed of by transfer. 


MENT No. 6.— (Civil) 

revised statement no. 31. 
during the year 1930. 
FROM DECREES. 


Appeals dii 

ns 

cu 

3 

ca 

fl 

o 

O 

Appeals fr 

sposed of (e 

<D 

ja 

O 

(=i 

om decrees. 

■scluding tr 

'TS 

CD 

za 

CD 

> 

OD 

ansfers).t 

ns 

o 

nS 

3 

CD 

Pending at the close of 
year. 

Pending for more than a 
year. 

1 

Average duration in days 
of contested appeals. 

Average duration in days 
of uncontested appeals. 

Remarks. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

! 10 

11 

1 12 

13 

14 

3,352 

844 

1,023 

167 

3,226 

296 

131 

87 


1,321 

254 

379 

67 

2,123 

222 

323 

178 


4,673 

1,098 

1,402 

234 

5,349 

518 

182 

112 


294 

53 

67 

14 

1,413 

1,267 

780 

160 


830 

73 

163 

42 

2,922 

1,499 

1,164 

126 


144 

7 

67 

7 

85 

28 

456 

493 


1,268 

133 

292 

63 

4,420 

2,794 

T02 

169 


5,941 

1,231 

1,694 

297 

9,769 

3,312 

605 

146 


6,744 

1,433 

2,049 

423 

9,511 

2,980 

683 

140 



1 8,461 appeals disposed of by transfer* 



( 22 ) 


Province of 


Cc 

Unpaid tribun 
Paid sub-divis 
bmall cause cc 
District court: 
^Obief courts oi 


. IMPERIAL STATEMENT 

Oorresponding to Government of 

Statement showing the business of 

Miscellaneous 



Number of appeals 
the courts. 

before 

Class of tribunals. 

Pending 
at the 
beginning 
of the year. 

Instituted and re- 
instituted during 
the year. 

Total * 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Courts in the interior. 




Chief appellate courts other than chief courts of dis- 

127 

363 

510 

tricts. 




Chief appellate courts of districts 

280 

787 

1,067 

Total . . . . 

^ 407 

1,170 

1,577 

Court at the seat op Government. 




r First appeals 

193 

274 

467 

Chief Court of Province 




(. Second appeals ,, 

• • 

• • 

• * 

Total . . . . 

193 

274 

407 

1 

( 1930 . . 1 

600 

1,444 

2,044 

Grand Totau < 



1,986 

(1929 

541 

1,445 


* Includes 292 appeals received by transfer. 
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No. 7— (Civil) 

India revised sbatemenfc no, 32. 

civil appellate courts durivig the year 1930. 

Appeals. 


Appeals disposed of (escluding transfersj.f 

Pending at the close of 
year. 

Pending for more than a 
year. 

Average duration in days 
of contested apt:eaD. 

% 

1 

Average duration .in days 
of uucontested appeals. 

Dismissed 
or nob 
prosecut- 
ed, 

Confirm- 

ed. 

Modified. 

« 

Reversed, 

Remand- 

ed. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

16 

180 

13 

55 

30 

115 

27 

97 

42 

77 

263 

28 

121 

50 

299 

35 

223 

100 

93 

44S 

11 

179 

80 

111 

62 

110 

63 

76 

119 

b_ 

35 

27 

202 

21 

123 

91 

•• 

i 


•• 



•• 

•• 

•• 

76 

1 

119 

8 

35 

27 

1 

i 202 

21 

123 

91 

169 1 

167 

19 

211 

i 

107 

016 

86 

348 

81 

178 

571 

37 

206 

63 

600 

55 

321 

75 


t 292 appeals disposed of by transfer, 




PROVINCIAL STATEMENT 
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Statement A'.—Shoiinvg the result of proceedings on applications for the 


Applications 


' 

Class of tribunals. 

r 


1 

Total number of 
application for 
the execution 
of decrees before 
the courts. 

By transfer. 

Satisfaction 
obtained in 
full. 



1 


2 

3 

4 

Province of 

COXJETS IN THE INTERIOR. 






Unpaid tribunals .. 

• • 

itA 

GO 

78 

1 

163 


Paid sub-divisional tribunals .. 


95,932 

8,143 

18,001 


Small Cause Courts .. : 

• • 

99,117 

2,952 

12,112 

— 

District courts other than chief courts of districts . . 

12,892 1 

1,2S5 

2,468 


Chief courts of districts 

•• 

773 

441 

86 



C— 1930 

2,10,201 

12,399 

32 835 



1 —1929 

7,98,737 

16,030 

33,344 I 


Statemei'JT B. -—Proceedings in insolvency under the Provincial Insolvency 

petitions presented under sections 7 of the Act and 


Insolvency petitions* 


Number dealt with. I Number 


Cc 

Unpaid tribun 

Class of Courts. 

Paid sub-divis 

Small cause cc 

District courh 

Chief courts oj 

Pending at the close of previous 
year. 

Presented during year, 1 

Eeceived by transfer. 

Total, 

Transferred. 

p 

0 

0 

G2 

03 

fl 

c3 

-+= 

By composition or scheme of 
arrangement under section 
38. 

•By debtors. 


Under arrest or im- 
prisonment. 

Not under arrest or 
imprisonment. 

By creditors. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Courts other than chief 

619 

174 

1,207 

117 

336 

2,453 

13 

203 

10 

courts of districts, 










Chief courts of districts * . 

281 

110 

847 

. 45 

1 

1,284 

307 

228 

1 

Total ( 

900 

' 284 

2,054 

162 

337 

3,737 

320 

431 

11 

^—1929 

834 

259 

1,815 

162 

3:9 

3,429 

348 

1 619 

13 
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execution of the decrees of the civil courts ^luring the year 1930. 


disposed of— 


Pending at 
the end of 
the year. 

Number of 
applications 
pending 
more than 
three 

months at 
the close 
of the 
year. 

• 

Amount 

realised. 

Number of applications 

SatisfactioD 
obtained in 
part. 

Wholly 

infrnctuous. 

With the 
issue of 
process. 

Without the 
issue 01 
process. 

On which 
the jnclg- 
meiit debtor 
was impri- 
soned. 

On which 
he was 
arrested but 
re] eased 
without 
imprison- 
ment. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

n 

12 





Rs. 

Rs, 


• 

175 

751 

315 

71 

16,517 

1,660 

3 

40 

18,659 

31,635 

19,494 

6,474 

81,40,851 

5,44,303 

619 

1,431 

19,858 

48,374 

15,821 

2,777 

19,71,242 

1,78,838 

985 

3,152 

2,274 

3,774 

3,091 

1,2C6 

66,81,383 

97,546 

43 

74 

29 

92 

125 

80 

1,24,632 

8,926 

•• 

•• 

40,995 

84,626 

38.846 

10,668 

1,69,34,623 

S, 31,328 

1,650 

4,097 

38,114 

75,061 

i 

36,188 

11,542 

1,57,61,570 

6,24,853 j 

1,857 

4.719 


Act, Y 0 /I 92 O, during the yexv 1930 showing the number and results of insolvency 
the number of insolvents before the courts. 




: 

Debtors adjudged to be insolvent 



Kemaining undischarged at close of year 
including insolvents who have been 
refused discharge or whose discharge 
remains suspended under section 41 

(V(b). 

disposed of — 

Debtors sentenced under section 69. 

g 1 Number before the court. 

Disposed of - 

By order of 
adjudication 
under sections 
27 and 23. 

Dismissed under sections 2o 
and 26. 

Total. 

Undischarged insolvents sent 

1 trial under section 72(2). 

Remaining undischarged at 
close of previous year. 

Undischarged received by 
transfer. 

Adjudged to be insolvent during 
the year. 

Total. 

Transferred. 

Died. 

Discharged. 

Total. 

Ab.solutoly under section 
41(2](a). 

Conditionally under sec- 
tion 41(2)(c). 

j Receivers being 

appointed. 

Receivers not being 
appointed. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 ; 17 

IS 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

744 

338 

375 

1,683 

3 

7 5,140 

76 

1,069 

6,285 

13 

21 

347 

73 

454 

5,503 

265 

170 

39 

1,010 

3 

4 3,197 

11 

471 

3,679 

75 

65 

195 

42 

377 

3,141 

1,009 

837 

508 

493 

414 

319 

2,693 

2,529 

6 

4 

11 8,337 

7 j 6,849 

87 

3 

1,540 

1,322 

9,964 

8,174 

88 

9 

86 

24 

542 

536 

115 
91 j 

831 

«51 

8,644 

8,310 
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Statement Wl).~"Procegding3 in insolvency under the Provincial Insolvency 
^ ' of receivers and the progress 


Class of coucts. 

Number of insolvents’ estates in the 
hands of receivers. 

Amount of creditors’ claims 

Pending 
at the close 
of the 
previous 
year. 

Placed in 
charge of a 
receiver 
during the 
year* 

Pending 
at the 
close of 
the year, 

Unsatisfied 
and pending 
at the close of 
the previous 
year. 

Proved. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Courts other than ctrief courts of 
districts. 

Chief courts of districts 

Total ;; 

1,794 

828 

698 

294 

2, CSS 

788 

Rs. 

89,44,255 

1 , 03,523879 

Rs. 

12,59,957 

9,27,518 

2,622 

2,427 

992 

872 

2,846 

2,664 

1,92,97,134 

1,22,96,272 

21,87,475 

17,74,659 


Statement G. Showing the general result of trial of suits instituted in 






Number of suits before I 



Number of suits 



cb 


the courts. 









.3 ' 

0 ’ 

w 

c3 

0 


cn 

a 

.2 

A> 


Without i trill. 

0 

09 

U1 





0 






■50 

Judgeships. 

Districts. 

0 

0 

*0 

Cfi 

03 

a • 

0 

WD 

03 

0 

ai 

14 

09 

'rS . 

fl r-l 

CS CO 
rd rd 

c3 

c;3 r 

0 

'rS 

0 

creel by dis- 
munsif to 
wn court 
n 18. 

■d 

09 

0 

09 CO 

14 

a 

c« 

14 

‘S g 

tS 

09 

W 

W , 

aS 

.iS 

■d 0 

su 

t' 

d CO 

0 _ 



a> 

a 

rs 

> § 

<+4 

^ 0 .2 

-p .2 


03 

09 Cl 



a 

a 

rej 

S4 

03 

Fn 

•M 

ca 

n 

w 

S 0 

C3 

0 

S - 

5 sj 'rs 09 
a ^ M U3 
u 
r-l 

i § 
S “ 

d 0 

’d C9 

r5 ^ 

5 

■2 

’h 

a ^ 

02 

P 

Q 

1 

2 ' 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

to 

11 

12 

Mocadabad 

Bijuor 

2 

1 

185 

3 

189 

, , 

. . 

11 

• • 

39 

Bareilly . . 

Bareilly 

9 

2 

535 

8 

545 

10 

1 

44 

4 

139 

Shahjahau- 

Shahjahanpur 

5 

6 ! 

700 

7 

713 

23 

3 

94 

2 

71 

• pur. 

Budaun 

Budaun 

20 

13 

1,235 

10 

1,259 

26 

2 

84 

14 

309 

Mainputi 

Mainpuri 

6 

5 

478 

14 

497 

17 

6 

54 

•• 

74 

Gorakhpur 

Gorakhpur , , 

10 

10 

222 

7 

239 

24 

3 

10 

8 

35 


(193C 

) " 52 

37 

.3,356 

49 

CO 

105 

15 

297 

23 

667 


Total \ 

^ tl92J 

1 

3 61 

190 

4,525 

51 

1 4,766 

122 

T5 

482 

83 

957 
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Act, y of 1920, during the year 1930, showing the number of estates in the hands 
made in winding them uio: 


dealt with during the year. 

Amount of insolvents’ assets realised and outstanding. 



Satisfied. 

Unsatisfied 
and pending 
at the close 
of the 
year. 

Amount of 
realised assets 
in the hands 
of receivers 
at the close of 
the previous 
year. 

Gross 
amount 
realised 
during the 
year. 

Total 

amount 

of 

disburse- 

ments. 

Amount 
remaining 
in the hands 
of receivers 
at the close 
of the 
year. 


Remarks. 

7 

8 

9 

*- 

10 

11 

12 ^ 


13 

Es. 

Rs. 

Rs* 

Bs. 

Rs. 

Bs, 



4,48,610 

92,58,176 

3,94,906 

4,11,076 

7,20,462 

5,13,182 



1,90,423 

87,37,264 

1,11,720 

2,14,587 

1.18,492 

1,83,779 



6,39,038 

5,25,257 

1,29,90,440 

1.84,37,386 

0, 06,626 
8,82,802 

6,25,663 

5,91,047 

8,38,954 

4,88,621 

6,96,961 

4,91,491 



* 


the courts of the Village Munsifs during the year 1930, 


disposed of— 

With 

contest. 

Total of columns 9 to 18, i.e., 
disposed of omitting trans- 
fers. 

Number of suits. 

Remarks. 

Without contest. 

Pending at the close of 
the year. 

Pending for more than 
two months at the close 
of the year. 

Dismissed ex parte, 
section 28. 

Decreed on confes- 
sion : sections 29 
and 33. 

Compromised : sec- 
tion 33. 

Settled by oath : 
section 35. 

Judgment for 

plaintiff in whole 
or in part. 

Judgment for de- 
fendant. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

22 

24 

64 

5 

14 

4 

183 

6 



76 

85 

142 

18 

15 

11 

535 

.. 

•• 


148 

88 

205 

43 

11 

5 

670 

15 

•• 


162 

160 

397 

51 

24 

18 

1,221 

12 

-• 


97 

83 

122 

20 

12 

7 

475 

5 

3 


43 

13 

88 

1 

6 

2 

209 

6 

•• 


548 

453 

1,018 

138 

82 

47 

3,293 

44 

3 


797 

563 

1,237 

173 

132 

115 

4.564 

80 

, 

45 





. Gorakhpur .. Gorakhpur 



Statement C { 2 ).~ Showing the member and value of suits instituted in the coierts of the Village Munsifs durina 

the year 1930 . ' ^ 


( 31 ) 



1929 .. 61 788 5.772 3,321 59,964 221 I 7.146 j 118 9,250 77 11,582 4,525 93.714 
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Statement D. --Showing the worh done hy District Judges in 1930. 


Judgeships. 

Original suits. 

Applications for execution of 
decrees. 

Miscellaneous oases (Judicial). 

Appeals. 

Sessions trials. 

Criminal appeals. 

Criminal applications for 
revision. I 

Regular. 

Miscellaneous. 

Subordinate 

Judge. 

03 

d 

03 

d 

OJ 

t> 

a 

d 

-i=> 

o 

Agra ^ 

1 

53 

247 

17 

2 

38 

57 

47 

60 

305 

64 

Do. Additional 

3 

.. 

2 

•• 

46 

•• 

46 

1 

18 

21 

13 

Aligarh 

2 

4 

143 

8 

77 

89 

174 

. 28 

28 

383 

57 

Do. Additional 

3 

12 

25 

4 

133 

62 

199 

10 

31 

48 

10 

Allahabad 

6 

2 

236 

26 

69 

69 

164 

9 

21 

338 

84 

Azamgarh 

* . 

.. 

212 

60 

1S8 

23 

266 

25 

37 

J42 

52 

Bareilly 

. . 

17 

189 

34 

115 

29 

178 

37 

44 

265 

56 

Benares .. ♦♦ 

11 

14 

8-27 

25 

2 

42 

69 

5 

18 

370 

94 

Budann • • 

. . 

6 

S9 

•• 

1 

1 

2 

32 

66 

405 

45 

Do. Additional 

. . 

• , 

. . 

33 

5 

98 

136 

•• 

7 

8 

•• 

Bulandshahr . . 

. • 

3 

202 

23 

5 

116 

144 

30 

59 

271 

66 

Do. Additional I 

. . 

. • 

. • 

•• 

•• 

22 

22 

•* 

7 

•• 

• * 

Do. do. 11 

, . 

• * 

. . 

3 


20 

23 


1 

•• 

•.* 

Cawnpore 

1 

23 

279 

24 

98 

101 

223 

1 

34 

327 

48 

Do. Additional 1 . . 

62 

21 

336 

2 

11 

10 

23 

30 

16 

72 

7 

Do. do, II 

, . 

, . 

. . 

. . 

• • 


, - 

•• 

21 

7 

- 

Farrukhabad .. 

1 

4 

86 

15 

41 

48 

101 

14 

41 

288 

55 

Do. Additional . . 

• . 

• . 

.. 

.. 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

1 

13 

•• 

Gbazipnr 

. . 

9 

285 

38 

4 

81 

123 

11 

25 

249 

106 

Do. Additional 

. . 

.. 

. . 

39 

•• 

26 

65 

•• 

1 

3 

•• 

Gorakhpur 

. . 

6 

Ill 

7 

79 

7 

93 

11 

25 

292 

17 

Do. Additional I ,, 

I 

.. 

124 

10 

29 

40 

79 

20 

29 

224 

81 

Do.' do. II 

, , 

, . 

17 

6 

164 

51 

221 

27 

45 

ICO 

109 

Jhansi «. 

2 

4 

473 

7 

77 

18 

102 

8 

31 

192 

45 

IS-umaua 

3 

2 

11 

209 

102 

.. 

311 

36 

46 

125 

23 

Mainpnri 

1 

7 

164 

14 

3 

89 

56 

12 

65 

503 

64 
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Statement D . — Showing the work done by Didnibt Judges in 1930 (conoid.). 




*0 

o 

3 

'o 



Appeal 

3. 




i.t 



'S 

o 

CD 

X 

0 

t-s 


Reg 

ular. 





02 * 

0 

O 

05 

Judgebbips. 

'B 

m 

.9 

.’S) 

o 

o 

cn 

.2 

-to O 

D 
a f-t 

Id ^ 

' 

“<1 

<D 

CQ 

c3 

O 

02 

0 

o 

© 

0 

a 

'© 

o 

CO 

CD 

+3 

c3 

0 - 

nd QD 

73 

1 

1 

i 

02 

0 

0 

t-t 

CD 

0 

0 

CD 

> 

© 

c3 

■+S 

O 

H 

CO 

o 

© 

0 

'o 

o 

CO 

CO 

CO 

0 

.O 

cQ 

CO 

m 

73 

© 

0* 

0A 

ce 

7e 

• 0 

1 

c3 

O 

Pi 

0* 

0 

S'® 
a 5 • 

•-I w 

M 

o 

Mainpuri Additional I .. 

1 



9 


35 

44 


10 

• 24 

5 

Do. do. • II , . 

. . 

.. 

• • 

•• 

•• 


•• 

•* 

1 



Meorut 

2 

7 

238 

3 

34 


51 

43 

40 

413 

110 

Do. Additional I . . : 

. . 

. . 

21 

1 12 

2 

27 

41 

16 

52 

360 

53 

Do. do, II 

3 

.. 

14 

85 

91 

216 

392 

•• 

5 

51 

8 

Do. do. Ill . . 

.. 

.. 

•• 

•• 


•• 


*• 

1 

•• 

•- 

Do. do. lY 

. . 

.. 

.• 

• « 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

1 


•• 

Moradabad 

27 

8 

199 

G 

66 

80 

1.^2 

32 

99 

382 

41 

Do. Additional 

2 

4 

40 

. 1 

57 

42 

110 

3 

63 

20 

21 

Saharan pur 

7 

. . 

204 

45 

14 

94 

153 

42 

40 

491 

66 

Shahjahanpnr 

4 

1 

74 

12 

14 

60 

86 

12 

83 

305 

31 

(*1930 .. 

143 

207 

4,3iS 

792 

1 

1,524 

1,503 

3,909 

547 

1,172 

6,997 

1,431 

Total 

(.1929 .. 

128 

176 

4,4U 

840 

1,691 

l,0ol 

3,582 

537 

1,245 

7,853 

1,564 



( 34 ) 

Statement E. — ^h-owing^ tlie work done hy Siibordinaie Judges in 1930. 


Judgesliips, 

Powers. 

Suits. 

j Applications for 

execution of 

1 decrees. 

Miscellaneous oases 
(Judicial). 

Appeals. 

Sessions trials. 

Criminal appeals. 

Criminal applica- 
tions for revision. 

a 

a 

u 

^ o 
■*=) ■*=> 

.rH CD 

Decided ex- 
par to. . 

Contested. 

Total. 

Regular. 

O 

o 

a 

ca 

<D 

a 

tn 

y 

f 

C 

Reg. . . 

19 

16 

65 

100 

300 

224 

87 

. . 

8 

•• 

... 


Agra.. 

S 0. c. 

39 

10 

227,,. 

276 

39 

*• 

•• 


c. 

•• 

•• 


( 

Reg. . . 

9 


8 

17 

90 

67 

69 


3 

•• 

.. 


Agra Additional.. < 

S. G. C. 

246 

381 

194 

821 

502 

77 

-• 


•• 

•• 

*• 


Sessions and Sub - f 

Reg. . . 

.. 

a . 

1 

1 

3 

3 

3 

.. 

•• 


•• 

<3 { 

ordinate Judge, < 














Agra, C 

S, G. G. 

6 

9 

26 

41 


• • 

.. . 


* * 

• * 

* * 


Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. .. 

4 



4 

83 

119 

33 

5 

G6 

323 

18 


ordinate Judje, 














Alutira. 







- 







C 

Keg. . . 

1 

4 

19 

24 

7 

11 

120 

0 

• • 

• • 

• • 


Aluttra Additional -s 














( 

'S. G. C, 

69 

185 

80 

334 

19 

15 


• * 

‘ ' 

* • 

• • 


Total 

. . 

393 

605 

620 

1,618 

1,048 

510 

312 

8 

77 

323 

18 

( 

Aligarh 

Reg, . . 

11 

27 

73 

111 

33 G 

232 

41 

2 

C 

•• 

•• 


Aligarh Additional 

Reg. . . 

, , 

, . 

5 

5 

• • 

4 

59 

6 

7 

•• 

•• 















U 

Sessions and Sub- 

Reg, • . 

2 

5 

16 

23 

84 

113 

47 

4 

57 

217 

Bj 


ordinate Judge, 














Etah. 














^ Etah Additional 

Reg. .. 

.. 


1 

1 

* • 

* * 

• * 

• • 

• • 

• • 



Total 

. . 

13 

32 

95 

140 

420 

399 

147 

12 

70 

217 

35 

f Allahabad 

Reg. .. 

4 

13 

43 

60 

204 

185 

24 

*• 

•• 

•• 

•• 


Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. .. 

1 


1 

2 

. . 

. . 

186 

2 

27 

5 

2 


ordinate Judge, 














Allahabad. 














ScBsioub and Snb- 

Reg. . . 

7 

7 

7 

21 

8G 

45 

72 

9 

45 

109 

41 


ordinate Judge, 













< 

Alirzapur. 














Miczapur Addi- 

Ecg. .. 

, . 

- . 

3 

3 

.. 


12 

. . 

• • 

* • 



tioual. 














Total 

. . 

12 

20 

54 

80 

290 

230 

244 

11 

72 

114 

43 


f ( 

Reg. . . 

9 

6^ 

100 

115 

134 

91 

122 

7 

5 




Azamgarh 














1 

S. C?0. 

, . 

, . 

7 

7 

267 

55 

. . 

• 4 

• * 

















c3 

r 

Reg. . , 

2 


2 

4 

2 

20 

165 

5 

. . 



a 

■{ Azanigarh Addi- j 














. tional I. C 

S. G. 0. 

355 

756 

8d4 

1,975 

238 

54 

. . 

*. 

* • 



<«3 








I 







( 

Reg. . . 

, , 

, , 

14 

14 

. . 

1 50 

284 

7 

. . 


« • 


- Azansgach Addi- ■< 







1 

} 







t tional 11. ( 

p 

Q 

4 

9 

9 

22 

•• 

1 .. 

1 

, •• 

•• 

•• 

. . 

•• 


Total •• 


370 

771 

996 

2,137 

641 

t 


571 

19 

5 


«« 


fcions for revision. 



( 35 ) 


Statement E.—Skowing the work done by Suhordimte Judges in 1930— (contd,). 


Judgeships. 

Powers. 

Suits. 

Applications Tor * 

execution of 1 

decrees. | 

1 Miscellaneous eases 
(Judicial), 

Appeals. 

Sessions trials. 

Criminal appeals. • 

Criminal applica- 
tions for revision. 

Withdrawn, 

etc. 

Ti qa 

CD ■+* 

Is 

ft 

Contested, 

Total. 

Regular. 

03 

0 

O 

CD 

14 

c3 

CD 

O 

cn 



f 

T^areilly • • j 

Eog. . . 

16 

10 

65 

91 

150 

233 

50 

. . 


« . 

* * ■* 



S. G. 0. 

218 

1 252 

212 

682 

149 

43 

** 


•• 

•• 

.. 

S 

C 

Eeg. . . 

1 

2 

18 

16 

79 

77 

16 

.. 

39 

69 

19 

1= 


Pilibhit . . < 

S. 0. 0. 

67 

63 

69 

199 

682 

80 

. . 


.. 














• 



'S 

C 

Reg, .. 

. . 

. . 

24 

24 

14 

31 

32 

•• 

6 


• . 

V 

o; 


Pilibhit Addition- ] 














L al. ( 

S. C. 0. 

220 

241 

166 

627 

70 

81 



* * 

* * 

• • 



Total 

. •• 

522 

565 

549 

1,639 

1,144 

545 

98 

•• 

45 

69 

19 



f Benares Addi- 

Eeg. . . 

34 

37 

98 

169 

126 

159 

35 

, , 






tional I. 















Benares Addi- 

Reg. . . 

1 

2 

42 

45 

• • 

8 

87 

7 

• • 

. • 

. . 



tional II. 















Sessions and Sub- 

Reg, .. 

. . 

. . 

3 

3 

. . 

.. 

. . 

•• 

11 

65 

11 



ordinate Judge, 















Benares. 









* 




xn 

g 

Sessions and Sub- 

Reg. . . 

‘ 2 

. . 

13 

15 

71 

203 

58 

5 

24 

97 

46 


H 

ordinate Judge, 













03 

Jaunpur, 














( 

Reg. . . 

5 

3 

40 

48 

17 

24 

73 

• . 

. . 

, , 

, , 



Jaunpur Addi- j 















tional I. ( 

S. 0. 0. 

86 

97 

22 

205 

101 

16 



•• 

•* 




( 

Reg. , . 

51 

99 

92 

242 

259 

11 

203 

24 

.. 





Jaunpur Addi- -3 















tional II. (, 

Q 

O 

» • 

“ ' 

• * 

• * 

• * 

65 

* • 

• * 

* • 

• • 

•• 



Total . , 1 


179 

233 

310 

727 

574 

486 

456 

36 

35 

162 

57 



1 

) ( 

Eog. .. 

12 

5 

52 

69 

192 

192 

206 

4 

19 




)- Budaun . . } 













PQ di 
nd 

) 1 

S. 0. 0. 

172 

382 

231 

785 

751 

159 

•• 

* • 

•• 

•• 




Total 


IS 4 

387 

283 

854 

943 

! 351 

206 

4 

19 

•* 

-• 


r_ 

r 

Reg. 

5 

22 

67 

94 

309 

270 

i 

8C 

5 





Bulandshahr . . 4 















1 

S, 0. c... 

126 

357 

171 

654 

644 

85 


.. 




f§ ^ 















Cl 

C3 

Sessions and Subor- 

Eeg. , . 

• • 

. . 


• • 



36 

6 

27 



*3 


dinate Judge, Bu- 








1 

1 





w 


landshahr. 








1 







Total 


131 

379 

238 

748 

953 

355 

71 

11 

27 

1 

# • 



( 36 > 


SiATEMEiiT K—Shoibioig the work done hy Suhordindte Jjidgea in 1930— (coatd.), 






Suits. 


So 

cn 

O) 

peals 

1 

zn 

4 a 
o .2 









CJ 






J2 








^ 9 

m 

O r-. 


zn 

o 


A 

c3 

CO 


Judgesliips* 

Powers. 

oS 

U 

rcj . 

c? 


Contested 

Total. 

Appiicatic 

executic 

decrees. 

!:§■ 

00 ^ 

Regular, 

=1 

o 

CQ 

d 

o 

m 

m 

OJ 

m 

d . 

1 

O c 

-t o 
‘*-' 

a cn 
§1 

J 


— ^ 

Eeg. 

1 

2 

3 

6 

52 

43 

9 


2 



f 

Cav?npoie I 













f 

Reg. .. 

9 

7 

40 

66 

164 

110 

14 

1 

14 

•• 

*• 


Oawnpore II • • 

w 

a 

a 

725 

S34 

350 

1,909 

356 

72 

•• 

•• 

•• 

*• 

*• 


Sessions and Snboc- 

Reg. 

13 

2 

47 

62 

102 

86 

22 

•• 

•• 

*• 

*• 


dinate Judge, 

Cawripote. 













• 

Sessions and Subor- f 

Reg. .. 

9 


5 

7 

32 

121 

11 

1 

33 

152 

19 



* * 








dinate Judge,-{ 

Fatehpur. 1 

S. C. 0... 

434 

CO 

257 

1,180 

469 

•• 

•• 

•• 

*• 


•• 


Sessions and Subor- 

Reg. • . 

q 


2 

5 

56 

* 94 

2 

1 

68 

248 

40 


ij 

• * 










dinate Judge, 

Banda. 














Sessions and Subor* 

Eeg. . . 

.. 

• • 

- 

- 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

11 

37 



dinate Judge, 














Banda, Additional. ^ 

Reg. . . 

, . 

1 

20 

21 

15 

50 

121 

3 

4 

•• 

•• 


Banda Additional . . 

S. C. 0... 

31 

50 

G1 

142 

207 

42 

•• 

•• 



•• 


Total 

- 

1,218 

1,385 

785 

3,888 

1,453 

618 

179 

6 

137 

437 

59 


r 

Eeg. .. 

12 

19 

68 

99 

194 

217 

71 

5 

10 

• • 

•• 


' Barrukhabad . . 

S. G. 0... 

1 59 

78 

46 

182 

116 

22 

•• 



•* 

•• 

<5 

Reg. . . 









3 



c3 

Sessions and Subor- 


•• 

e . 


' ‘ 

' * 






^ . 

. dinate Judge, Par* 










1 



D 

\ rukhabad. 













J-4 

c3 

1 Barrukhabad Addi- 
b tional. 

Eeg. . . 

•• 

*• 

•• 


•• 

19 

356 

, 7 

9 


• • 


Total 

•• 

71 

97 

113 

281 

310 

258 

427 

12 

22 

•• 

•• 


f 

Beg. 

10 

3 

61 

74 

121 

100 

306 

9 

14 

*• 

•• 

M 

1=1 

Gbazlput ..*1 

B. 0. 0... 

. 119 

159 

40 

348 

113 

24 

*• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

N 

ea 

'1 ' ( 

• Eeg. . 


5 

53 

62 

96 

141 

261 

29 

10 


•* 

Xi 

1 Gbazipur Additional ' 
b at BaUia, ^ 

) 

[ S.O.O.. 

60 

60 

49 

169 

55 

•• 


•• 

•• 

*• 

•• 


Total 


223 

i 227 

203 

653 

1 390 

265 

667 

38 

24 

: .. 




Mainpuri. Kumaun. Jhansi. * Gorakhpur. 


( 37 ) 

STATEMf:^^T E . — Showing -the worjc done by Subordinate Judgts in 1930 •(contjd,). 





Suits. 


^ O 

03 

in 

Appeals. 


02 

c? d 

CQ 








o 



. 



Judgeships. 

Powers, 


•Si 



to 

1 .i m 

+3 -l-= CD 

m 

CU rej 


in 

P 

o 

CD 

p 


PJ 

cz 

ft a> 

w 

o 



•rH CD 

(D -to 

•11 

O! 

D 

-i-i 

in 

CD 

a 

o 

O 

Total- 

c3 CD 

O O ^ 

.p-( CD *0 

■S.M “ 

geo no 
<1 

■sii 

(=<( 

c3 

'p 

-0 

C3 

03 

O 

CO 

i— < 

d 

o 

cfl 

to 

CD 

CQ 

a 

1 

o 

-d a 

a. 2 

'tj 

o 

[ Gorakhpur . . 

Peg. 

11 

3 

58 

72 

145 

G04 

175 

136 

15 

*• 

10 

• • 

•• 

S G. 0 .. 

318 

to 

CO 

147 

743 

•• 


• • 

• • 

•• 

( 

Eeg, .. 

11 

6 

40 

57 

107 

212 

5 

. . 

7 

. . 

.. 

Gorakhpur Addi- ) 












tional I. ^ 

S. 0. G... 

253 

20j 

170 

633 

3SS 

78 


• • 

. f 


• • 

Gorakhpur Addi- 

Keg. 


* , 

. . 

• . 

. . 

. . 

207 

13 

• • 


• • 

1 tional II, 













r 

Basti 

1 

Eeg. 

12 

3 

55 

70 

189 

162 ' 

114 

11 ■ 

16 

• • 


Sf 0. c... 

265 

256 

189 

710 

329 

115 

•• 


.. 

•• 

. * 

Sessions and Subor- 

Keg. 

.. 

, , 

* . 

, , 

. . 

. . 

. . 

.. 

5 

26 

• • 

dinate Judge, Basti. 













} r 

Keg. 


G 

63 

69 

14 

32 

197 

18 

7 

.. 





85 









1 L 

i 

UJ 

p 

p 

142 

14S 

375 

SO 

•• 


• * 

• ’ 



Total 

•• 

1,0^7 

875 

807 

2,729 

1,815 

910 

538 

42 

:43 

26 

• * 

) ( 

Beg. . . 

G 

4 

39 

40 

95 

45 

48 

1 

i 

10 

.. 


f-Jhansi 



642 









3 ( 

S, C, 0. 

1,942 

1,641 

4,225 

2,427 

324 

• * 

i • ' 

• ’ 

• t 

• * 

Total 


CD 

CO 

1,645 

681 

4;274 

2,522 

869 

48 

1 

10 

•• 

• • 

( Sessions and Subordi- 

Eeg .. 

.. 








12 

6 


( nate Judge, Kumaun . 
1 Garhwai 

Reg. .. 

916 

412 

S3S 

1,666 

1,191 

113 

• • 

•* 

•• 

*• 

• • 

j Almcra . . 

Peg. .. 

648 

337 

290 

1,175 

794 

265 


•• 

•• 

•• 

• • 

l^NainiTal 

Reg, . . 

376 

422 1 

292 

1,090 

85Q 

203 

•• 

•• 

•• 


• • 

Total 


1,840 

1,171 1 

920 

3,931 

2,835 

586 


•• 

12 

6 

• • 

1 Mainpuri 

Reg, .. 

1 

14 

29 

44 

110 

117 

244 

4 

14 


• • 

S. 0. 0. 

197 

2C3 

166 

626 

566 

113 

•• 


•• 

*• 

•• 

Mainpuri Additional ( 

Reg. .. 

8 

10 

34 

52 

82 

80 

153 

25 

37 

31 

3 

at Etawah. ^ 

S. C' 0. 

319 

617 

183 

1,119 

703 

138 

•• 

•• 


• • 

- 

Total 


525 

904 

412 

1,841 

1,461 

448- 

397 

29 

51 

31 

3 


tions for revision.! 



( 38 ) 

Statement E, — Showing the work done by Subordinate Judges in l930~(concld,), 


S'udgesliips. 

Powers. 


Suits. 


n-ppucacions ror 

execution of 

decrees. 

O 

TJI 

ce 

a 

‘ P . 

P.2 

’a 

CO P 

03 1"^ 

s 

Appeals. 

j Sessions trials. 

Criminal appeals. 

• M 

ce o 

Si Z 

a, g 

j-t 

_ o 

C3 

^ 53 

S.2 

Ij 

J 

P" 

c3 

•P . 

.... CD 

<£» 

<U '''1 

P) 

Contested. 

ce 

40 

O 

Regular, 

Miscellaneous. 

^ f Meerut .. •. 

Reg. . . 

18 

23 

47 

88 

430 

328 1 

13 

1 

3 

• • 

• • 


Meerut Adduioual 

Pueg. .. 

8 

7 

37 

52 

•• 

17 1 

07 

*• 

6 


•• 


‘Assistant Sessions 0 

Reg. . . 

, - 


1 

1 

71 

33 

83 


45 

•• 

- 


and Subordinate ^ 













(D 

Judge, Meerut. t 

S. G. G. 

135 

232 

237 

654 

607 

73 

• • 

• • 

' • 

• • 

• • 



Reg. , . 

6 

6 

24 

36 

163 

108 

41 

12 

11 

. • 



MuzaSarnagar .. j 

S. C. 0. 

101 

299 

149 

549 

711 

84 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

•• 


Muzaldarnagar Addi- 

Reg. . . 

, , 

1 

4 

5 

.. 

.• 

62 

1 

•• 

•• 


1 

tional. 














Total 


268 

613 

499 

1,385 

1,987 

703 

406 

14 

65 

•• 

•• 

fMoradabad 

Keg. . . 

4 

29 

55 

83 

265 

247 

22 

2 

. , 


4 • 

rQ 1 

pg -I Moradabad Addition- 

Reg. . . 

5 

7 

41 

53 

21 

30 

187 

4 

•• 

•• 

•• 

g 1 1. 

^2 1 Moradabad Addition- 

Reg. . . 

, , 


, . 

, . 

. , 


139 

12 

6 

•• 



al II. 














Total 


9 

33 

96 

141 

286 

277 

348 

13 

6 

- 

•• 


'‘Saharanpur I 

Reg. 

9 

16 

65 

90 

280 

207 

70 

4 

13 

. . 

* . 

p 

(=u 

( 

Reg. 


1 

1 ' 

2 

13 

85 

153 

19 

21 

*• 

•• 

a 

c8 

VI 

ee 

Saharanpur II j 

S. 0. G. 

478 

663 

189 

1,330 

1,349 

232 

, . 

, , 

, . 

.. 
















c3 

DQ 

Sabaranpur Addi- 

Reg. . . 

2 

2 

12 

16 

.• 

1 

126 

5 


.. 

•• 


tional. 















Total 


489 

632 

267 

1,438 

2,142 

j 525 

349 

28 

34 


•• 

P 

r 

1 ( 

Reg. . . 

4 

6 

16 

26 

169 

165 

47 

1 ^ 

26 



P 

1 Sbahlahanpuc , . < 







1 






-P 

c3 

1 

B. 0. 0. 

22 

58 

61 

141 

764 

164 

• • 

* • 

•• 

• * 

• * 

S* 

c3 

Shahjabanpur Addi* 

Reg. . . 



, , 

• . 

, . 


86 

• • 

43 

•• 

.. 

DQ 

t tional. 













. — 


Total . . 


26 

64 

77 

167 

933 

329 

133 

1 

69 

•• 

•• 



' -1930 

9,46 

13 10.70' 

t 8-, 005 

28,17 

7 22,11 

00 

tr- 

3 5,49 

'7 290 

825 

1,38! 

5 234 

GsASD ^Tkh . . ^ 









J 






[\ —1929' 

11,2^ 

16 16,16; 

9,019 

1 1 36,42 

6 26,702^ 10, 8S 

3 6, IS 

iS 260 

902 

1 1,70 

i3 231 
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Statement F.'^Sho'ioing the'work done by Mwisifs in 1930. 





Saits. 

o 

"3 

o 

G 








CD 









X 

CD 

02 

CD 




o 

O 



u 

o 

CC 

O 

Judgeships* 

Munsifs, 

Powers. 

CD 





02 

L3 




d 

ce 

CD 

O 

0) 

-hS 

Z/1 

CL) 

■4^ 

a 


pplicatiol 
of decree 

02 

U 

c3 . 

D2 O 



’ 


Q 

Q 













r 

Agra 

Eeg. . . 

77 

79 

271 

427 

737 

466 


Agra Additional I .. 

Eeg. . . 

15 

40 

115 

170 

‘*43 

C 


Agra Additional II . . 

Beg. *. 

43 

43 

125 

216 

24 


Fatehabad * . 

Eeg. . . 


121 

197 

416 

1,015 

3S4 


sd'.o. .. 

78C 

1 222 

440 

2,443 

850 

117 

Agra 

Muttra .. 

Beg. .. 

100 

278 

281 

659 

1,006 

316 

S.G.C. .. ! 

648 

1,800 

380 

2,828 

1,414 

179 


Muttra Additional.. ^ 

Eeg. . . ; 

S.O.G. .. 

45 

62 

103 
162 I 

145 

86 

293 

310 

96 

11 

32 

11 


( 

Beg. . . 

es 

80 j 

166 

314 

842 

272 

1 

Mahaban ‘ ] 

S.0.0. .. 

711 

780 

512 

2,003 

1,058 

138 


Total 

** 

2,653 

4,713 ' 

2,713 

10,034 

7,072 

1,945 

r 

Aligarh 

Reg. . . 

128 

124 

300 

552 

1,507 

955 


Aligarh Hawaii 

Beg .. 

8 

26 

33 

68 

111 

103 


Aligarh Additional .. 

Eeg. .. 

37 

75 

320 

, 432 

# • 

16 


Hathras . . 

Jalesar .. ^ 

Eeg. .. 

S.G.C. .. 

201 

759 

246 

1,289 

2S7 

520 

734 

2,568 

972 

1,510 

398 

279 

Aligarh . . -{ 

Reg. . . 
S.G.C. .. 

69 

254 

189 

731 

243 

356 

501* 

1,341 

940 

562 

295 

79 


Kasganj .. ^ 

Reg. , . 
S.0.0. .. 

61 

409 

184 

1,315 

329 

272 

574 

1,996 

810 

1,491 

315 

177 

1 

Etah 

Reg. . . 

107 

201 

410 

718 

962 

438 

S.G.C. .. 

547 

1,287 

390 : 

2,224 

1,422 

184 


Total 

• • 

2,581 

5,667 

3,460 

11,708 

10,287 

8,239 

/ 

Allahabad West 

Beg. . . 

103 

83 

298 

484 

1,384 

406 

J 

Allahabad East 

Reg. . . 

57 

41 

277 

375 

1,084 

374 

Allahabad , . \ 

Allahabad Additional 

Reg. . . 

51 

41 

145 

237 

181 

45 

Mirzapur .. 

Beg. . . 

407 

588 

300 

],295 

1,255 

322 

1 

S.0,0, .. 

661 

1,169 

163 

1,993 

1,171 

67 


Mirzapur Additional.. 

Reg. . . 

6 

3 

56 

65 


1 


Total 

•• 

1,285 

1,925 

1,289 i 

4,449 

5,075 

1,215 


Azamgarh city 

Reg, 

70 

42 

416 ’ 

528 

475 

345 


Azamgarh Additional I 

Reg. . . : 

54 

40 

347 

441 

. . 

87 

A zamgarh . . 

1 

Azamgarh Additional II 

Reg. * . 

53 

47 

349 

449 

. . 

85 

Azamgarh Hawaii.. 

Reg. .. 
S.G.C. .. 

71 

49 

392 

512 

492 

15 

483 


Muhammadabad Gohna 

Beg. . . 

‘*75 

’*57 

'in 

*^9 

590 

304 


Total 

*• 

328 

235 

1,921 

2,479 

1,572 

1,304 


Bareilly City 

Beg. . . 

94 

14 

278 

386 

619- 

557 

Bareilly and 
Bilibhit, 

Bareilly Hawaii 

Reg. . . 

83 

84 

291 

453 

574 

370 

Bareilly Additional .. 

Reg. . . 

30 

45 

299 

374 

193 

151 


Beg. . . 

101 

64 

247 

412 

472 

246 

1 

Bilibhit ^ 

S.G.C..,. 

348 

416 

173 

937 

496 

166 


Total 

•• 

656 

623 

j 1,288 

2,567 

2,359 

l,i90 


5 



( 40 ) 

Statement F,'^Showi 7 ig the work done hy Muns%f& iri li}o0 (contd»). 


Judgeships. 

Munsifs. 

Powers.' 

f 

Benares City 

Beg. .. 


Benares Hawaii 

Beg. .. 


Benares Additional .. 

Reg. . . 


Jaunpur City . 

Reg. .. 

s.0.0. .. 

Bonares • . ^ 

Jaunpnr .. 

Reg. . . 
S.G.G. .. 


Jannpur Additional I ^ 

Reg. .. 

S.G.G. .. 

1 

Shahganj .. ^ 

Reg. . . 

SC.G. .. 


Total 

• • 

r 

Budaun East | 

Reg-. .. 
SCO... 


Budaun West 

Reg. . , 

S.O.C. .. 

Budaun 

c 

Reg. . . 

SG.O. .. 


Sanaswan •. 

1 

Bisauli .. 

Reg. . 
S.G.G. .. 


Total 

• • 

r 

Bulandshahr I | 

Reg. . 
S.'J.O. . 

Bulandshahr - 

Bulan dshahr II .. ^ 

Reg. . 
S.0.0. . 


Ehurja .. ^ 

Reg. . 
S.G.G. . 


Total 

.. 


' Cawnpore 

Reg. . 

1 

Akbarpur .. 

Reg. . 
. S.O 0. . 

1 

Cawupore . . H 

! Fatehpur 

1 Banda .. | 

Reg. . 
Reg, . 
. S.G.G . 


Hamirpur ,, | 

Reg. . 
. S.G.G. . 


Total 

*. 


Farrukhabad j 

» Reg. . 
t SO.G. , 


1 Farrukhabad Addi- 

Reg 

r Keg. 

1 S.G.G. 

Farrukhabad • 

^ tional. 

i Kanauj .. ! 


Kainaganj 

f Reg. 

{ S.C.G. 


Total 



Suits. 

Applications for execution 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases (Judi- 
cial)- i 

Withdrawn, etc. 

e 

<a 

<D 

’o 

CD 

fi 

Contested. 

Total. 

? 1 

88 

88 

31 

65 

62 

57 

ISl 

74 

61 

so 

190 

115 

74 

65 
71 
188 
49 
209 
j 27 
58 
30 
179 

288 
301 
240 
334 
195 
321 
153 
256 
64 
363 
^ 112 

491 

463 

336 

470 

445 

427 

543 

357 

183 

473 

481 

746 

597 

*657 

130 

558 

230 

IS 

*527 

196 

365 

407 

34 

374 

14 

264 

27 

49 

3 

318 

29 

977 

1,065 

2,627 

4,669 

3,659 

1,884 

45 

69 

225 

339 

564 

237 

182 

369 

164 

715 

805 

87 

88 

91 

217 

396 

892 

347 

325 

477 

206 

1,008 

696 

141 

48 

82 

186 

316 

957 

369 

675 

601 

316 

1,492 

1,016 

188 

75 

155 

225 

455 

1,100 

349 

338 

1,027 

407 

1,772 

1,155 

215 

1,676 

2,871 

1,946 

6,493 

6,685 

1,953 

82 

155 

233 

470 

1,087 

878 

580 

1,727 

SS7 

2,694 

1,726 

213 

82 

151 

298 

531 

1,162 

367 

645 

1,645 

327 

2,617 

1.662 

166 

262 

353 

273 

888 

950 

410 

577 

801 

276 

1,654 

1,136 

130 

• 2,223 

4,832 

1,794 

8,854 

7,723 

1,664 

298 

301 

547 

1,146 

1,064 

404 

118 

156 

247 

521 

941 

372 

461 

709 

231 

1,401 

719 

130 

79 

114 

227 

420 

574 

462 

92 

78 

294 

464 

1,016 

424 

499 

606 

154 

1,259 

• . 

. . 

200 

184 

222 

C06 

575 

306 

352 

411 

144 

907 

297 

•• 

2,099 

2,559 

2,066 

6,724 

5.188 

2,098 

40 

138 

286 

464 

1,241 

584 

56 

310 

158 

524 

230 

68 

49 

82 

242 

373 

50 

61 

166 

287 

388 

791 

1,438 

492 

336 

662 

259 

1,257 

716 

145 

60 

154 

227 

441 

543 

250 

61 

115 

38 

214 

22 

6 

768 

i 1,698 

1,598 

4,064 

4,240 

1,606 






. 
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Statement V. — Showing the work done hy Munsifs in. 1930— (cont'I.). 







Suits. 

d 

o 

o 

M 

r/i 

O 

III 

cC 

o 

Judgeship. 

' Munsifs. 


Powers, 

6 

(H 

d 

1 

'a 

nd 

<D 


o 

o ^ 

Bo 

o 

>-l 

rja o 

.2^ 

03 

o 

§.2 
d3 O 





w 


m 


.2 







•Td 



.—1 o 







S 

Q 


o 

H 

< 


f 

I 

Ghazipur . . -j 

L 

Ghazipur 

Ballia 

Do. Additional 

Muhammadaljad 

Saidpur .. 

Basra 

f 

••1 

■f 

•• { 

R^g. .. 

S C.C. .. 

Reg. . . 

s.o.c. .. 

Beg. .. 
Reg. 
S.G.C. .. 
Reg. . . 
S.O.G. .. 
Reg. .. 

64 

39 

22 

90 

44 

71 

5 

21 

12 

174 

01 

75 

51 

52 
31 

139 

33 

37 

28 

342 

235 

30 

261 

63 

256 

2SS 

8 

199 

6 

293 

seo 

f94 

334 

205 

331 

498 

46 

257 

46 

809 

681 

17 
441 
218 
58 
. 348 

4 

249 

7 

510 

247 

847 

5 

35 

119 

iio 

812 


Total” 



592 

849 

1,639 

.3,080 

2,533 

1,175 

f 

Gorakhpur . . _ 

1 

i 

i 

i 

1 

1 

Gorakhpur 

Gorakhpur Additional 
Deoria .. .. 

Deoria Additional 

Deoria Additional II 
Bansgaon .. ^ 

Bansgaou Additional 
Basti 

Basti Additional 

Eansi . . . . ^ 

Bansi Additional .. 

Reg, .. 
Reg. .. 
Beg .. 
S.G.C. .. 
Reg. 
S.G.C. .. 
Keg 

Reg. .. 

S G.G. .. 
Reg. .. 
Reg. . . 
Reg. 

Reg. 
S.0.0... 
Reg. , . 

165 

108 

101 

490 

134 

155 

46 

94 

41C 

41 

113 

S5 

211 

77 

84 

124 

82 

103 

486 

68 

174 

36 

66 

467 

17 

63 

34 

192 

98 

138 

454 

295 
304 
171 
276 

64 

173 

254 

147 

159 

392 

296 
3G6 

44 

264 

743 

485 
508 

1,147 

473 

393 

2GQ 

414 
1,030 

217 

568 

415 
769 
219 

486 

1,260 

680 

908 

667 

339 

75 

9 

729 

363 

57 

644 

31 

1,100 

28 

23 

716 

808 

564 

277 

126 

27 

14 

643 

56 

21 

526 

42 

489 

2 

22 


Total 

, . 

. . 

2,320 

2,143 

3,664 

8,127 

6,913 

3,838 

f 

Jhansi . . -{ 

1 
1 

Jhansi .. 

Jalaun (Orai) 

Lalitpur 

** C 

f 

' ' ) 

Eeg. . . 
Reg.- - . 
S. 0. 0. 
Reg. . . 
S.G.C. 

121 

135 

928 

267 

1,099 

70 

108 

737 

150 

698 

330 

283 

469 

307 

542 

621 

526 

2,134 

724 

2,339 

737 

521 

770 

970 

663 

277 

271 

131 

140 

60 


Total 


. . 

2,550 

1,763 

1,931 

6,244 

3,661 

879 

Kumaun . . | 

Garhwal . , 
Almora . . 
NainiTal 

- 

Reg. . , 
Reg. . . 
Reg. 

825 

311 

559 

468 

326 

580 

145 

76 

125 

1,438 

713 

1,264 

243 

807 

602 

64 

99 

133 


Total 

• . 

. . 

1,695 

1,374 

346 

8,415 

1,152 

301 

! 

Mainpuri 

Mainpuri 

Shikohahad 

j Etawah . . 
phaphund 

-f 

Reg. . , 

5.0. C. .. 
Reg. . . 

5.0. G. .. 
Reg. . . 
S.G.C. .. 
Reg. 

88 

217 

113 

372 

72 

84 

485 

103 

358 

234 

856 

126 

184 

668 

367 

199 

203 

157 

291 

50 

334 

558 

774 

550 

1,385 

4S9 

318 

1,487 

637 

274 

726* 

557 

801 

43 

888 

365 

41 

302 

111 

351 

6 

305 


Total 

•• 

•• 

1,431 

2»529 

i,eoi 

5,5G1 

3,976 

1,431 
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■STATJIMEN’T F.— the work done hy Muns'ifs in i;'30-(concld. 


Judge^^ips. 


Hunsifs 


Powers/ 'S 


f Meerut . . • . ' 

M^.erut Additional! ' 
Meerut Additional II 

Ghaziabad 

' Gbaziabad Addition- ( 
al I. _ ( ' 

■{ Gbaziabad Addition- ( ' 

; al II. 1 ! 

j Muzafiarnagar . . i 
, Muzafcarnagar Addi- J | 
I tional. ‘ I 

I Kairana .. ^ j 


f Moradabad 
I Sambbai 


4 Obandausi 


Moradabad.. -j I 


Amroba . , ’ * i ' 

Amroba Additional | 
Bijnor .. ..[j 

Nagina . . . . i 

Nagiiia Additional . . 1 


f Sabaranpur . . Reg. . , 

Saliaranpur 4 ^abacanpur Hawaii Reg. .. 

Daoband . . S.c!o.!! 


Shabjabanpur 


^ Sbabjabanpur 
^ Tilbar . . 


Geakd Total 


f Keg. 
I S.C.C 


Suits. 

S 1 -A ' 

.2 ^ 

0 

Withdrawn, etc. 

<55 

V. 

e 

0 

*a 

ft 

Contested. 

Total. 

; 

Applications for exe 
of decrees. 

Miscellaneous cases 
cial). 

1 ‘AT 

159 

245 

541 

2,178 1,024 

102 1 

172 

34G 

020 

85 

SG i 

120 

811 

517 

. . 76 

92 

101 

185 

378 

2,086 8S8 

GlO 

618 

291 

1.519 

1,871 141 

191 

225 

347 

763 

.. 70 

665 

714 

314 

1.693 

23 

172 

172 

336 

68^ 

41 

g 

6 

54 

68 

4 

84 

142 

170 

396 

2,631 797 


1,137 

261 > 

1,756 

1,704 193 

129 

213 

317 

659 

39 

290 

624 

.223 

1,137 

18 

167 

236 

259 

662 

1,383 474 

354 

546 

193 

1,093 

4D3 78 

3.445 

5,135 

3,852 

12,432 

12,306 3,951 

98 

108 

305 

511 

1,227 511 

105 

184 

266 

555 

854 327 

482 

1,005 

269 

1.756 

1,282 222 

65 

140 

212 

417 

699 309 

413 

1,228 

417 

2,058 

1,619 312 

33 

78 

200 

317 

1,024 372 

540 

1,126 

460 

2,120 

1,567 225 

1 


111 

112 

7 4 

250 

*266 

347 

863 

1,774 524 

874 

722 

292 

1,888 

1,879 272 

124 

255 

232 

611 

1,639 550 

879 

1,759 

857 

2,995 

1,751 348 

44 

100 

147 

291 

72 42 

3,908 

6,971 

3,621 

14,500 

15,394 4,018 

122 

135 

322 

629 

924 382 

128 

229 

355 

712 

1,368 543 

162 

177 

260 

599 

988 414 

335 

551 

187 

1,073 

579 117 

747 

1,142 

1,124 

3,013 

3,859 1,461 

62 

94 

285 

441 

582 335 

242 

435 

129 

806 

339 68 

62 

75 

190 

327 

706 273 

378 

645 

215 

1,288 

606 108 

744 

1,249 

819 

2,812 

2,233 789 

^2,678 

49,393 

89,254 

121,325 

105,885 36,291 

32,679 

47,321 

39,002 

119,002 

95,558 33,749 



1 ) 


Statement G. — Showing the work done hy iTono'f'o.ry M-iinsifs in 1-930. 






Suits. 


a 

.2 

TS 

P 










' 




<55 


[ 

a» 

M 

CD 

XJt 

m 
, CD 

C3 

Judgeships. 

' Aiuusifs. 

Powers. 

OJ 

o' 

« 

V) 

rrs 

• 4 ^ 

<;:i 

TS 

CD 

O 

i 

t 

! ^ 

I OJ 

i “ 

CD 

- 4 -> 

d 

^plications fc 
of decrees. 

w 

p 

O 

o 

p 

c3 

O 






o 

B 



f 

Special Honorary Munsif 

Meg. .. 

469 

01 C) 

123 

^IfiS 


. . 

at Allahabad. 

First Bench of Honorary 

Reg. .. 

:32V 

531 

346 

1,204 


81 



Alunsifs at Allahabad. 
Second Bench of Honor- 

Reg. . . 

481 

02 i 

127 

1,232 

. . 

77 


ary Munsifs at Allah- 
abad. 




45 




Allahabad .. 

Honorary Munsil at 

Reg. . . 

9A 

G 


» • 



Bibipur. 

Honorary Alunsif at 

Reg. . . 

41 

22 

4 

67 

. . 

. . 


Rasulpur. 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

g 

1 

4 

8 


. . 


Udhm Bnzurg. 
Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . , 

8 

4 

1 

13 

• . 


i 

Btraon. 









Total 


1,363 

1,764 

610 

3,737 

•• 

158 

Benares 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Benares. 

Keg. , . 

170 

253 

52 

475 


9 










Total 

•• 

170 

253 

52 

475 

•• 

9 

r 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

139 

362 

126 

C27 


27 

Eudaun < 

Sheikhupur. 

Bench of Honorary 

Jleg. . . 

98 

124 

59 

281 


21 

i 

Munsifs at Budaun. 








Total 

-• 

237 

486 

185 

90S 

•• 

43 

f 

1 

Honorary Aiunsif at 

Reg. . . 

76 

107 

57 

240 

204 

80 

Shamshabad. 








Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

65 

87 

45 

197 

166 

49 


Kampil. 




158 


38 


Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

60 

72 

26 

75 

s 

1 

Amritpur. 

Honorary Alunsif at 

Reg. . . 

41 

62 

25 

128 


1 

1 

Earrukhabad <} 

Chhibramau. 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. . . 

106 

246 

91 

443 


24 

1 

Munsifs at Kanauj. 
First Bench of Honorary 

286 

CO 

CO 

121 

693 


71 

Reg. , . 


Alunsifs at Farrnkh- 
abad. 









Second Bench of Hono- 

Reg. . , 

223 

238 

1S7 

598 

, , 

74 


rary Munsifs at Far- 







1 

rukhabad. 









Total 

• • 

857 

1,098 

502 

2,457 

445 

837 

f 

Bench of Honorary 

Reg. .. 

206 

235 ; 

134 

575 


, 88 


Munsifs at Ghazipur. 

i 

1 





Ghazipur 

Bench of Honorary 

Munsifs at Ballia. 

Reg .. 

146 

108 

43 

297 

•• 

34 

t 

I 

Honorary Munsif at 

Reg. . . 

38 

69 

25 

132 


11 

L 

Bansdih. 









Total 


380 

4i2 

202 

1,004 

•> 

83 



( 44 ) 


Statemen't 


5 MEN-T G.ShotUmrj the‘Work done by Honorary Munsifs in 1930 (conei 


Judgeships. 


Munsifs. 


Po-wers. 


BbucIi of Honorai'y 

^^Munsifs at Gorakhpur. 
Bench of Honorary 

i Munsifs at Uskabazar. 
i ? Honorary Munsif 
Uhauri Ghaura. 

Goiaklipur'..-i 1 Honoraty _ MU' S)f 
' > Palrardma. 

! Honorary Munsif 
1 Siswabazar. 

Honorary Munsif 
Padrauna. 

Honorary Munsif 
Mohanpur. 


I 


Kumaun 


Maiupuri 


Meerut 


Mocaclabad 


Saharanpur . 


Shahiahanpur 


Total 

Honorary Munsif at 
Garhwal. 

Honorary Munsif at 
Almora, 

Total 

Honorary Munsifs at 
Malajani. 

Total 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at Muzaffar- 
nagar. 

Total 

Honorary Munsif at Mu- 
hammadpur. 

Honorary Munsif at 
Gajraula. 

Honorary Munsif at 
Hajibabad. 

Total 

I Bench of Honorary 
\ Munsifs at Saharanpur. 
' Honorary Munsif at 
Roorkee. 

Total 

Bench of Honorary 
Munsifs at ShahjahaU' 
pur. 

Total 


Beg. 

Reg. 

Reg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 


Beg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Reg. 

Beg. 

Beg. 

Reg. 


Gbaud total 


Suits. 


-tJ 


a 

(D 

’o 

QJ 

Q 


d 

o 

O 


, 4:^2 
82 
178 
127 
93 
99 
63 

1,0<30 


87 

112 


361 

54 

78 

02 

60 

47 

40 


57 

12 

17 

9 

38 

13 

62 


o 


& *■ 


702 


199 


93 


93 

3S7 


3S7 


36 

147 

183 


79 


79 


670 


670 


152 

dl9 

224 


203 


14 

108 


840 

143 

273 

198 

191 

155 

165 

1,970 


122 


21 


21 

81 


137 

367 

504 


193 


193 


63 

127 


190 


1,138 


81 1 1,133 


795 


526 

316 

842 

201 


201 


1930 

1929 


6,594 

5,699 


45 

9 

3 

16 

13 

20 

4 

110 

22 

76 


98 

9 


9 

55 

55 


77 

81 

260 

.. 

13 

315 

110 

844 

-• 

39 

214 

54 

492 

•• 

20 

606 

195 

1,596 

•• 

72 

865 

137 

1,528 


42 

383 

74 

773 

459 

78 

1,248 

211 

2,301 

459 

120 

335 

88 

624 

•• 

23 

335 

88 

624 

•• 

23 

7,836 

6,970 

2,477 

2,158 

16,907 

1 14,327 

1,094 

1,036 

^ - 

1,122 

848 



Statement H. --Showiv-g th&wu- 


( 45 ) 

,ork (lone hv Courts of SmM Causes in 19S0. 


— - 




Suits. 

a 

.2 


Is. 


' 





o 

<D 

<D 

Xfl 

CD 

01 


Judgeships. 

Courts. 

Powers- 

c5 

0) 

a" 

Ki 

M 

5 

6 1 

S 

is> 

rr? 

o 

o 

OJ 

« 

TJ 

o 

w 

o 

4=* 

o 

O 

W 

3 

O S 

1 1,0 

O 

cn 

P 

o 

o 

- 

cQ ^ M 

a c3 

go 3 

g a 

O r 

O T 

A 

c3 

0 

To ^ 

J 

Agra 

Agra 

( s.c.c,.. 

1 SJ. .. 

> 

1,812 

1 

8,073 

1,022 

5 907 .5,022 

J 11 

44f .. 



Total 


1,813 

3,073 

1,022 

5,908 5,033 j 

442 .. 

.. 

Aligarh .. 

Aligarh 

( S.O.G. .. 

1 S.J. .. 

1,164 

122 

3,906 

373 

SOO 

58 

.5,870 4,018 

55.3 429 

787 . . 1 

47 22 

\ 


Total 


1,236 

4,279 

858 

6,423 4,447 

834 22 

1 

Allahabad. . 

Alhahabad 

(I R,0,C. .. 

1 R.J. .. 

SS7 

874 

505 

1 

2,266 1,864 

1 

284 

5 9 

2 


Total 


837 

874 

506 

2,267 1,864 

289 9 

2 

Bareilly .. 

Bareilly 

( S.O.G. .. 

1 S.J. .. 

1,462 

1,709 

1,404 

4,575 3,032 

1 

•1,092 .. 

2 2 

•• 


Total 

. . 

1,462 

1,709 

1,404 

4,-575 3,033 

1,094 2 

•• 

Benares .. 

Benares 

C S.O.G... 

1 SJ. .. 

1,57 1 

1,47£ 

729 

1 

3,779 2,024 

1 

331 .. 

29 4 



Total 

, . 

1,571 

1,479 

730 

3,780 2,024 

860 4 

•• 

Cawnpore. . 

Gawnpore 

( SG.C. .. 
‘1 S.J, .. 

1,274 

1,754 

1,110 

4,138 2,261 
5 

512 

•• 


j Total 

. • • 

‘ 1,274 

1,754 

1,110 

4,138 2,286 

512 7 

•• 

Aleerufc 

Meerut 

f SG.O. .. 

• 1 S.J. .. 

2,038 

3,358 

1,5 44 

6,940 5,768 

.. ' 

l,-590 . . 

5 38 

* , 


Total 

. • • 

2,038 

3,358 

1,544 

6,940 5,770 

1,595 38 

•• 

Moradabad 

Aloradabad 

( S.G.G. .. 

’ 1 SJ. . . 

913 

2,641 

993 

4,547 1.097 
4 

403 .. 

880 34 



Total 

, 

913 

2,641 

993 

4,547 2,001 

783 34 

1 

s 

Saharanpur 

( 

j Eoorkee 
? Pehra Bun 

C S.G.G... 

• 1 , S J. .. 
( SG.O... 

• i S.J. .. 

8 

957 

87 

8 

1,417 

100 

5 

£54 

161 

21 28 

2,928 2,282 
348 375 

865 

241 .. 

*• 


Total 


1,052’ 

‘ 1,525 

720 

8.297 2,685 

606 .. 

•• 


Geand tota 

C 1930 .. 

1929 .. 

12,296 

10,897 

'20,692 

17,842 

8,837 

8,1S8 

41.875 29,123 
86,422 |23,052 

6,515 116 
1 4,736 349 

4 

16 


Criminal appeals, 



( 46 ) 

Statement l.—Sfwwing result of proceedings in eieaut%on of decrees during 

the year IQBO. 


I 

Judgeships. o 


!s umber of applications- disposed of ^ 

dumber 

ot 

applica- ^ 
tions 
)ending. 

^end- 
ing 
ver a 
year. 

Amount 

realized. 

dumber 
f appli- 1 
sations. 

decrees I 
wholly 
satisfi- 
ed. 

decrees 

partly 

satisfi- 

ed. 

Wholly 

infruc- 

tQOUS. 

Total. ^ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

€ 

6 

7 

S 

9 

__ ^ 








Es. 

Agta 

U,279 

1,990 

2,351 

8,865 

13,206 

3,705 

63 

7,36,229 

Aligarh., 

16,636 

3,200 

4,309 

7,661 

1,5170 

2,904 

21 

27,17,603 

Allahabad 

9,237 

1,577 

1,514 

4,140 

7,281 

2,960 

95 

7,30,437 

Azamgarh 

2,534 

• 910 

392 

9il 

2,213 

907 

16 

2,89,524 

Bareilly . . 

6, 34=0 

1,429 

1,882 

3,442 

6,553 

1,508 

21 

6,93,410 

Beuarea . . 

7,053 

1,710 

1,145 

3,416 

6,271 

2,067 

60 

6,82,051 

Budaun .. 

7,304 

1,939 

2,535 

3;160 

7,634 

1,197 

14 

7,54,116 

Bulandshahr 

8,625 

1,259 

3,109 

4,311 

8,679 

1,692 

31 

8,23,064 

Cawnpoce 

9,875 

1,775 

2,045 

5,129 

8,949 

1 

2,493 

IS 

11,73,280 

Farrukhabad 

6,738 

1,064 

1,300 

2,(335 

1 4,999 

1,148 

13 

4,32,880 

Ghazipur 

3,184 

1,218 

540 

1,174 

2.932 

1,000 

9 

4,37,113 

Gorakhpur 

9,549 

2,873 

1,355 

4,506 

3,734 

2.860 

52 

14,65,603 

Jhansi . . 

0,326 

1,250 

1,737 

3,200 

6,187 

1,480 

30 

2,19,008 

Kuruaun . . 

4,644 

1 978 

771 

2,430 

4,179 

1,035 

15 

8,51,145 

Mainpuri 

5,544 

j 1,2G1 

1,566 

2,617 

5,444 

991 

1 

8,61,407 

Meerut .. 

20,267 

1 2,857 

5,773 

11,440 

1 20,070 

4,704 

89 

19,88,346 

Moradabad 

18,111 

3,083 

5,209 

9,401 

17,693 

3,197 

12 

13,92,408 

Saharanpur 

9,578 

1,717 

2,761 

4,667 

9,145 

2,2X7 

84 

10,67,826 

Shahjahanpur 

3,150 

745 

901 

1,521 

3,167 

7S1 

25 

4,34,498 

r 1930 
Total . . ] 

i 1929 

168,474 

1,61,016 

32,335 

i 33,344 

40,995 

= 38,114 

84,626 

, 75,061 

153,456 

146,511 

38,846 

) 36,188 

C36 

; 485 

1,77,65,9 4S 

, 1,63.86,421 


10 


Eemarks, 



( 47 ) 


State^ient ii.>SliOwing suits undecided at the close of tlie year 1930 , 
classified according to the years of institution. 


Judgeships. 

1919. 

o 

05 

tH 

yH 

CT 

rH 

o^ 

C5 

tH 

1923. ■ 

xti ■ 

o 

w 

, 1925. 

to 

cq 

G5 

r«^ 

t- 

Gi 

t~! 

' 

c6 

CM 

C75 

1-4 

i CTi 

c? 

05 

rH 

1930. 

Total. 

, 

Agra 



. . 

« • 

1 

1 

6 

4 

13 

8 

41 

2.G67 

2,741 

Aligarh 





•• 

2 

•• 

1 

3 

5 

18 

2,571 

■ 2,600 

Allahabad . . 

1 




1 

•• 

3 

3 

6 

IS 

42 

2.987 

3,061 

Azamgarh . . 





1 


•• 

-• 

2 

7 

6f 

1,751 

1,824 

Bareilly 

1 


•• 



** 

1 

1 

2 

2 

41 

2,094 

2,142 

Benares 



•* 



1 

•• 

2 

9 

17 

35 

2,851 

2,915 

Budaun 



• • 



.. 


.. 

5 

2 

10 

818 

835 

Bulandshahr 


1 

• • 




3 

*• 

1 

3 

23 

1,621 

1,652 

Oawnpore .. 



•• 



2 

7 

0 

9 

10 

44 

2,284 

2,358 

Parrukhabad 






•• 


1 

2 

1 

15 

1,071 

1,090 

Ghazipuc , . 



•• 


.. 

•• 

• • 

3 

5 

4 

13 

1,496 

1,621 

Gorakhpur 



•• 

1 

1 

•• 

3 

6 

8 

22 

115 

4,714 

4,870 

Jhansi 



•• 

- 


.. 

.. 

•• 

1 


• • 

1,250 

1,251 

Kumaun . . 




.. 





.. 

' .. 

4 

’ 1,668 

1,672 

Mainpuri . . 






.. 


1 • 

1 4 

2 

18 

1,035 

1,060 

Meerut 



• • 



2 

‘ .. 

2 

4 

9 

54 

3,813 

3,884 

Moradabad 



1 

1 

.. 

. . 

1 

1 

1 

7 

21 

2,689 

2,722 

Saharanpur 



•• 

•• 

.• 

•• 

.. 

1 

4 

3 

29 

1,913 

1,950 

Shahjahanpur 



•• 



*• 

2 

1 

2 

2 

27 

749 

733 

(-1930 .. 

2 

1 

1 i 

1 

2 

4 

8 

26 

29 

31 

122 

613 

39,042 

40,931 

Total . . J 

(l929 .. 

2 

! 

2 : 

1 

2 

X 

6 

xo 

34 

48 

148 

577 

37,613 

•• 

38,443 



( 48 ) 


Statement 


K.-Showing cases in which injunctions were granted and 
stay orders made'for the pear 1930 . 


Judgeships. 


1 


Agra .. 
Aligarh 
Allahabad 
Azamgarh 
Bareilly 
Benares 
Bndaun 
Bulandshahr 
Oawnpore 
Barrukhabad 
Ghazipjur 
Gorakhpur 
Jhansi 
Kumaun 
Mainpufi 
, Meerut 
Moradabad 


Number of 
applications 
for injunc- 
tion and 
stay orders. 

Number 
rejected 
without 
issue of 
notice. 

Number 
in which ^ 
ex parte 
orders were 
made. 

Number 
m which 
notice 
?as issued 
but no 
ex parte 
Drder was 
made. 

'dumber of 
ex parte 
order 
main- ^ 
tained 
after 
contest. 

Tumber of 
ex parte 
orders 
ischarged 
after 
contest. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

134 

37 

56 

81 

16 

6 

276 

47 

143 

86 

83 

13 

123 

19 

72 

SO 

27 

27 

89 

5 

31 

47 

19 

19 

175 

36 

100 

41 

56 

7 

135 

i 

1 24 

104 

57 

71 

33 

93 

10 

35 

20 

33 

1 

109 

15 

' 68 

26 

49 

13 

258 

32 

144 

8-2 

65 

11 

162 

9 

97 

56 

18 

15 

147 

■ 10 

86 

51 

14 

25 

282 

25 

137 

120 

27 

29 

148 

14 

1 ii 

20 

13 

11 

194 

24 

144 

50 

11 

0 

179 

22 

130 

27 

9 

3 

342 

34 

222 

86 

135 

30 

216 

35 

1 82 

99 

j 27 

14 


Saharanpur 

Shahjahanpur 


(1930.. 
Total < 

( 1929 .. 


330 

133 


53 

29 


3,575 

3,808 


480 

634 


239 

86 


2 , 11 ^ 


38 

18 


1,044 


2,302 i 900 


47 

62 

793 

777 


15 

16 


294 

360 




Remarks. 


8 



